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OUR CONTEMPORARIES differ widely in their comments 
upon the conduct of Mr. Fowler in refusing to have the 
handcuffs removed from the hands of the Fenian prisoners 
arraigned before him and his brother magistrates, and 
this topic involves another upon which there is a similar 
discrepancy of conclusion—the conduct of a member of 
the bar, Mr. Ernest Jones, in throwing up his brief on 
this occasion. 

The questions involved do not appear to us to present 
much difficulty. It is admittedly unusual, and, in fact, 
wrong, for prisoners to be ironed or manacled while before 
a judge or magistrate, and in Griffin v. Coleman, 4 
H. & N. 265, and also in Wright v. Court, 4 B. & C. 596, 
it was roled that if a constable orders an unconvicted 
prisoner to be handcuffed when there is no attempt to 
escape, or reasonable ground to fear a rescue, the con- 
stable will be responsible in damages for an assault. 
This is only a reiteration of Sir Matthew Hale’s expres- 
sion (2 H. P. C. 219) that “a prisoner ought to be 
brought to the bar without irons, shackles, or bonds, ex- 
cept there be danger of a rescue or escape.” There is no 
need of authority upon such a point as this. Common 
justice requires that prisoners, while on their trial, shall, 
so. far as practicable, be subjected to no unnecessary 
degradation, or inconvenient and annoying constraint. 
There was, indeed, an exception once made to this rule 
in the practice of former days which required the prisoner 
on trial for a capital offence to stand at the bar in irons, 
but modern humanity has long since abolished that 





usage, 

While, however, prisoners are entitled to this immunity, 
there is yet another and a paramount consideration, that 
of ensuring their detention. Sir Matthew Hale, in the 
passage above cited, excepts cases in which escape or rescue 
are apprehended, The question, therefore, in the Man- 
chester case, is whether the magistrate had reasonable 
apprehensions of this kind sufficient to justify him in 
refusing to order the prisoners’ fetters to be removed. 
Now there is a wide distinction between applying to the 
police for information on this head, and submitting (as 
it has been said) to their dictation, and it appears to us 
that it was not only perfectly natural but the proper 
course under the circumstances, for Mr. Fowler to apply to 
the head of the police, Captain Palin, and to ask whether 
or no in his opinion the state of the neighbourhood and of 
popular feeling, and the conduct of the prisoners, did or 
did not raise any apprehensions sufficient to warrant 
their being kept handouffed. It does not appear that 
the magistrate did more than this, and this was a quos- 
tion upon which, sitting there to to hear the charge 
against these prisoners, he had very little information, 
while Captain Palin might be supposed to possess every 
means of forming a correct opinion. Mr. Fowler then, 
having applied to the proper quarter for information, 
and having been advised that under the clroumstances 
the prisoners had better be kept handouffed, acted on 
that advice—at least this is how the publio reports of 
the proceedings represent the matter—and wo can see 





nothing reprehensible in this conduct. If any one has 
injured the prisoners, it is Mr. Jones, who, after com- 
miserating their unhappy condition, proceeded to add” to 
their misfortunes the loss of their counsel. There are 
undoubtedly occasions upon which it is the duty of a 
barrister to throw up his brief. It has been done, with 
the approbation of the Court, upon the counsel discover- 
ing it grossly misrepresented the cause he had been 
engaged to advocate. We need not discuss other grounds 
for so doing, but it is plain that the reasons should be 
very strong indeed to induce counsel to retire from a 
case when his doing so will leave undefended a prisoner 
who has expressed a great desire for his services. We 
have already said that Mr. Fowler’s conduct appears to 
us to have been quite justifiable, but had this been other- 
wise, and had the magistrate allowed himself obviously 
to be dictated to by the police (of which conduct we believe 
no barrister sitting as a magistrate would be guilty), we 
think that Mr. Ernest Jones’ honour as a batrister 
(and certainly the interest of the prisoners) would have 
been best consulted by his continuing, after proper pro- 
test, 10 afford the prisoners the benefit of his advocacy. 
His conduct appears to us to savour rather of an osten- 
tations and undignified petulance. 

We may add that, so far from displaying any undue 
harshness towards the accused, the bench were willing 
to afford them assistance towards bringing their cases 
within the provisions of the new Criminal Law Amend- 
ment Act (30 & 31 Vict. c. 35), which came into force 
last Tuesday, in the matter of witnesses’ expenses, 


RECENT NOTORIOUS financial embarrassments of rail- 
way companies have given birth to much correspondence 
and discussion on the subject of what ought to be charged 
to capital and what to revenue. Prima facie, at least, 
this problem among mercantile men ought not to be very 
difficult of solution; yet a contrariety of opinion has 
been expressed on the subject, and the Act to amend the 
laws relating to railway companies in difficulties, which 
came into operation on the first of the present month, 
has practically dealt with a difficulty found to exist. 
Section 30 provides that “no dividend is to be declared 
by any company until the auditors shall have certified 
that the half-yearly accounts proposed to be issued con- 
tain a full and true statement of the financial condition 
of the company, and that the dividend proposed to be 
declared on any shares is bona fide due thereon, in the 
judgment of the auditors.” Then, assuming the possi- 
bility of diversity of opinion, the section goes on to enact 
—“ Tf the directors differ from the judgment of the audi- 
tors with respect to the payment of any such expenses 
out of the revenue of the half-year, such ‘difference shall, 
if the directors desire it, be stated in the report to the 
shareholders, and the company in general meeting may 
decide thereon, subject to all the provisions of the 
law then existing, and such decision shall, for the pur- 
poses of the dividend, be final and binding, but if no 
euch diffsrence is stated, then the judgment of the credi- 
tor’s shall be final and binding.” The creditors conse- 
quently, it is manifest, under this Act, fill a most impor- 
tant position; and it is well that power is now given 
to them to examine the books, vouchers, and papers of 
the company at all reasonable times, which the directors 
and officers are bound to produce. Ifshareholders, there- 
fore, do their duty, and without regard to connections 
—a fault too prevalent in the past—will select compe- 
tent and trustworthy men as auditors, we may hope that 
sudden disclosures of directorial malpraotices are things 


only of days that are gone. 


Ce 
THE sTATUTE 80 & 31 Viot.c. 35, which came into opera- 
tion last Tuesday, has introduced some further alterations, 
and, we may say, improvements, in the administration of 
oriminal law. Seotion 2 provides thatif any person be in- 
dicted, without being previously committed or held ta bail, 
and be acquitted, the Court may order that his casts of 
defence be paid by the proseoutor, Seotion 3 enacts that 
49 
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where any person shall appear before any justice charged 
with any indictable offence the justice, before committing 
for trial or admitting to bail, shall demand of the accused 
whether he desires to call any witness, and, if he shall 
desire to call any, the justice shall take the statement on 
oath of such witness, both examination and cross-exa- 
mination, and shall put the same in writing and trans- 
mit them in due course with the depositions, and such 
witnesses as shall, in the opinion of the justice, give evi- 
dence in any way material to the case or tending to 
prove the innocence of the accused, shall be bound by 
recognisance to appear and give evidence at the trial, 
and all the laws now in foree relating to the depositions 
of witnesses for the prosecution shall be applicable to 
the depositions of such witnesses. 

This alteration of the law will probably work very 
beneficially. Most of those who are brought before the 
criminal courts are both very ignorant and very poor, and 
they need on this account every protection which the law 
can throw around them to secure for them the same 
advantages that the possession of money and intelligence 
gives under similar circumstances to those who are for- 
tunate enough to possess them. 

The sixth section relates to the taking of the deposi- 
tions of persons dangerously ill and not likely to recover, 
and extends the power of taking the depositions of such 

ms to cases which would not fall under any of the 
statutes hitherto in force. 

Section nine contains an entirely new provision, and 
one which is extremely fair, although unfortunately it is 
not likely that cases will often arise in which it can be 
applied. It provides that on the conviction of any 
prisoner for any offence which includes the stealing of 
any property, if it shall appear that the prisoner has sold 
the stolen property to any person, and that such person 
had no knowledge that the same was stolen, and if any 
money has been taken from the prisoner on his appre- 
hension it shall be lawful for the court on the applica- 
tion of such purchaser, and on restitution of the stolen pro- 
perty to the prosecutor, to order that out of such money 
a sum not exceeding theamount of the proceeds of the 
sale be delivered to the purchaser. Of course before this 
enactment the purchaser would have had no claim what- 
ever to the money. If the conviction were for an offence 
amounting to a felony, as for instance for larceny, the 
whole of the prisoner’s personal property would be for- 
feited to the Crown; if the offence were only a misde- 
meanour there would be no forfeiture, but the purchaser 
could only obtain compensation for his loss by bringing 
an action against the prisoner, a proceeding which no 
sensible man would, under ordinary circumstances, be 
likely to adopt. There are one or two other sections of 
lesser importance which we have not noticed, although of 
course each of them introduces some change in the law 
of more or less importance. The Act is to come into 
operation on the 1st October next, 


THE PAST WEEK has witnessed the re-publication of a 
paragraph which the paragraph-writers of the daily 
papers have for some time been ever and anon sending 
in to their respective editors. It states that it is gene- 
rally understood in the legal profession that Vice-Chan- 
cellors Wood and Stuart will tender their respective 
resignations at the close of the ensuing term. This 
paragraph, after a few weeks repose, is now aired 
again, For the information of the reader we may 
repeat what we have eaid before, viz., that Sir John 
Stuart’s tenure of office dates from September, 1852, 


and Sir William Page Wood’s from January in. 


the year following. The former has therefore com- 
pleted the fifteen years judicial service which entitles a 
Vice-Chancellor to a retiring pension, while the latter 
will have earved his pension in January, 1868, It has 
for some time been generally believed in the profession, 
that Sir John Stuart will retire at the expiration of 
his fifteen years; as to the rumour which is now 
circulated with reference to Sir W. P, Wood, we are 


not aware that it has any foundation beyond that of 
mere surmise. 

RECENT EVENTS relating to the Sultan and the Turkish 
Government make the inquiry seasonable, how far the 
stipulations conceded by the Porte to its Christian sub. 
jects in the administration of justice have been observed, 
It was accorded that Christian evidence should be ad. 
mitted in mixed cases as affecting Moslems in Mahom- 
etan law courts, to which the adjudication of matter; 
affecting life, landed property, and inheritance must of 
right be referred. But from these courts, according to 
reports recently made to our foreign minister by the 
British consuls at Moossul, Bagdad, and Diarbekir, the 
testimony of Christians against the “true believers ” ig 
rigidly excluded. Even in what are called the Unt 
Tribunals, constituted of late years for the trial of crimi. 
nal offences, assaults, and misdemeanours, and of civil 
suits arising out of commercial transactions, save where 
both plaintiff and defendant may be non-Mussulman, the 
depositions of Christians, though ostensibly recorded, are 
virtually ignored, unless corroborated by Mahometan 
testimony. 

Christian evidence, although never admitted in the 
Cadi’s court, is not actually rejected in the town medj- 
lisses or councils; but it is never allowed without a 
previous determined opposition, arguing a fixed resolu. 
tion of virtually setting it aside; and as against an in- 
fluential person, or in criminal cases, it has not the 
slightest weight, the accumulative evidence of several 
Christians being nothing against the solitary affirmation 
of a Mahometan. The local influence, however, of the 
Moslems enables them, in spite of government officers, to 
inflict so much injury, always unpunished, upon any 
Christian who may testify against them, that all serious, 
cases resting simply on their depositions, however just, 
must infallibly fall to the ground. The instance of Said 
Bey, of Hini, near Diarbekir, is given, who murdered the 
protestant Millet Bashi (chief) there, by continued ill- 
treatment and torture, while confined in his stable for 
debt. 

But the most decided impediment characterising the 
constant infringement of this stipulation as to evidence is 
stated by Consul Taylor, of Diarbekir, to be the forcing 
of cases, consequent on a corrupt collusion between the 
Pasha and judge, into the Cadi’s court, contrary to all 
rules, where not only is a Christian’s testimony, as we 
have mentioned, entirely prohibited, but a host of false 
witnesses, and the loose procedure of an elastic code, de- 
cide or defeat most complicated cases in half-an-hour, 
The consul notices that, excepting at Erzeroom itself, the 
Cadis or judges, throughout the Erzeroom Government, 
and in those of Kharput and Diarbekir, receive no pay 
at all, andsell even the district judgeships to the highest 
bidder, who peddles in law, 

In no case is a bond or other instrument valid when 
not attested by a Mahometan witness. 

The evidence of a Christian may be taken before s 
civil governor to throw light on a case where no evidence 
of a Mahometan could be obtained, and the governor 
may use such evidence at his own disoretion., 

Consul Holmes, of Bosna Serai, too, reports that in 
most places where European consuls are stationed, 
Christian evidence in courts of justice is more or less 
received, but he should say rarely or never in any place 
removed from European supervision. This, we appre- 
hend, does not apply to evidence opposed to a Moslem. 
Even in Bosna Serai he has no doubt that Christian tes- 
timony is often put aside when this can be done quietly, 
and he considers it a grievance of which the Christians 
can justly complain—that they do not obtain equal jus 
tice with the Mahometans. 

A ground of such inequality, apart from the actual or 
practical exclusion of Christian evidence, is explained by 
Consul-General Kemball, of Bagdad. He says that where, 
under circumstances of notoriety, collision may arise 
| between the provisions of the civil code and the Koranie 
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law, the authority of the executive is often arbitrarily 
interposed to effect a compromise; and he instances the 
stamp regulations, set aside after promulgation because 
clashing with the Mahometan law of evidence; accusa- 
tions of blasphemy, proselytism, or apostacy, leading to 
imprisonment or deportation without trial; contracts in- 
volving liability to interest; and responsibility for acts 
unattested by Mahometan witnesses. 

These matters have their judicial as well as their poli- 
tical inasmuch as they involve the bearing of re- 
ligious belief on the admissibility of evidence. Our own 
law is not entirely free from prejudice in this matter, but 
it no longer excludes whole classes of the community as 
incompetent to bear witness in courts of justice. Itis an 
elementary principle of social science that a country 
cannot flourish where there is any such inequality in the 
administration of justice affecting a considerable class 
of the people. In Turkey there are no less than twelve 
or thirteen millions of Christian inhabitants. <A legal 
journal, therefore, may, in the interest of society, as de- 
pendent on jurisprudence, well urge the attention of the 
British Government to these internal abuses in the ad- 
ministration of the law in that country, benefited as it 
is by our protection. 


SOME DISSATISFACTION has recently been occasioned to 
solicitors in Ireland, if we may judge from a recent corres- 
pondence in the Zrish Times, by the fact of a barrister, Mr. 
John Reilly, having appeared for a party in a civil case 
before the Kingstown magistrates, without having been 
previously instructed by an attorney, By the correspon- 
dence in question, we are led to suppose that the solici- 
tors in Kingstown, the locus in quo, have repeatedly 
protested against the practice of counsel appearing before 
the Magistrate’s Court there, uninstructed by solicitors. 
Certainly, in England, the bar are not in the habit of ap- 
pearing for parties in any court, superior or inferior, 
except where instructed by the party’s attorney or soli- 
citor. There is, indeed, one notable exception to this 
rule, viz., where, in a criminal case, a barrister receives a 
“dock-brief” on behalf of an undefended prisoner. In 
civil cases, where no such exigency can arise, we are 
aware of no such exception. 





RENT-CHARGES ON RAILWAYS. 


Unwary landowners are not unfrequently induced, 
when parting with land to railway companies, to accept 
as compensation a rent-charge under the provisions of 
the Lands Clauses Act, 1845. And this, by virtue of the 
Lands Clauses Acts Amendment Act, 1860, may be done 
even by owners under disability. In so doing, most men 
probably suppose that they become entitled to some 
specific lien upon the land sold, or upon the other real 
property of the company, as a security for the rent-charge. 
If, however, they trust to the securities provided by the 
Acts, instead of guarding themselves by express stipula- 
tion, they are woefully deceived upon this point. It is 
even doubtful whether they stand in a much better posi- 
tion than the general mortgagees of the company. Until 
lately the question was comparatively immaterial. But 
in these days of railway insolvency the relations between 
the owners of rent-charges and debenture-holders become 
& very serious question. The point, although it has arisen 
in practice, is entirely new to the Courts. We believe, 
however, that it is likely before long to receive a judicial 
decision, 

The only sections of the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, which 
bear upon the point are the 10th and 11th, The first 
of these merely provides that lands may be conveyed “ in 
consideration of an annual rent-charge payable by the 
company.” 

The 11th section continues thus—“ The yearly rents 
reserved by any such conveyance shall be charged on the 
tolls or rates, if any, payable under the special Act, and 
shall be otherwise secured in such manner as shall be 
agreed between the parties, and shall be paid by the pro- 





moters of the undertaking (i. ¢., the company) as such 
rents become payable; ” and itis further provided that 
payment may be enforced either by action of debtor “ by 
distress of the goods and chattels of the promoters of the 
undertaking.’ To the latter provision we shall advert 
presently. 

It is here to be observed that the parties are expressly 
permitted by the Act to stipulate for such securities as 
may seem good to them, in addition to those provided by 
the Legislature for payment of the rent-charge. Accord- 
ingly we observe that in the precedent of a conveyance 
in consideration of a rent-charge given in Frend & 
Ware’s Railway Precedents, p. 206, the rent is expressly 
charged upon the land and hereditaments conveyed to 
the company as well as upon the tolls and rates. Land- 
owners who have taken this precaution stand of course 
in a different and a far better position than their less 
wary fellows whose case we are about to consider. Our 
remarks will be confined to those who have either fol- 
lowed in their conveyances the form set out in the 
schedule to the Act, or at least have not guarded them- 
selves by additional guarantees. These persons may be 
somewhat appalled on learning that the terms in which 
their rents are charged upon the tolls and rates are sub- 
stantially identical with those of the Companies Clauses 
Act, 1845, defining the security given to debenture- 
holders, &c., shall “ be entitled to be paid out of the tolls 
or other property or effects of the company the respective 
sums ” due to them. 

What a bruised reed this so-called security has proved 
to the unfortunate class last referred to is sufficiently 
shown by the notorious case of Gardner v. The London, 
Chatham, and Dover Railway Company, 15 W. R. 137. 
If, therefore, the owners of rent-charges are to be placed 
upon an equal footing with the whole body of debenture- 
holders, their case is sad indeed. The Lands Clauses 
Acts Amendment Act, 1860, contains but cold comfort 
forthem. After providing that landowners under dis- 
ability, as well as those absolutely entitled, may sell in 
consideration of a rent-charge, it enacts (section 5) that 
whenever lands are so purchased, the borrowing powers 
of the company are, in consideration of the liability thus 
incurred, to be proportionately reduced. This, as far as 
it goes, appears to point to equality of rights between 
the owners of rent-charges and debenture-holders. There 
seems, therefore, to be much reason for the opinion that 
so far as claims upon the tolls and rates are concerned, 
the two classes must rank pari passu. In this case some 
very curious questions may arise. The rent-charges will, 
inter se, as we presume, rank one after another as in- 
cumbrances in order of date. But how are priorities to 
be adjusted between the rent-charges and the deben- 
tures? It is provided that the latter shall be of equal 
force as between themselves, without regard to priority 
of date or otherwise (Companies’ Clauses Act, 1845, 
s. 42). But is this clause applicable to the case of a con- 
flict of interest between debenture-holders and the owners 
of rent-charges? It may be that, as between the two 
classes, the debenture-holders may be entitled in 
priority of date, while as between themselves they are 
entitled equally, which would constitute a sufficiently 
singular state of things. 

But there are’ yet hopes for the owner of the rent- 
charge. It will have been observed that if the payments 
are in arrear he may either recover them by action and 
consequentexecation, or by thesummary remedy of distress, 
This will probably be sufficient, unless in the case of 
an unfinished line, to secure the amount to secure pay- 
ment until the appointment of a receiver. But it may 
be thought that so soon as a receiver has been appointed 
on behalf of the debenture-holders (as in the case of the 
London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Company; The 
Great Eastern Railway Company, &o.) these remedies 
will be lost. We do not, however, apprehend that this 
would be the case, A similar point arose so long ago 
as the case of Russell v. Kast Anglian Railway Company, 
3 Mac. & G. 105,125, There a receiver had been|appointed 
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by the Court of Chancery at the suit of the debenture- 
holders. A judgment creditor sued out execution, and it was 
held by Lord Truro that, although the sheriff could not 
disturb the possession of the receiver without the leave 
of the Court, yet that the rights of the judgment-creditor 
were paramount to those of the debenture-holders, and the 
receiver was withdrawn in order that the execution 
might take its course, To the same effect is the dictum 
of Wood, V.C, in Bowen v. Brecon Railway Company, 
15 W. R. 482. In that case also a receiver had been 
appointed, after which a debenture-holder recovered 
at common law on his security, and petitioned the Court 
for leave to issue execution. It was held that, being a 
debenture-holder, he was not entitled to priority over 
the rest of the body by virtue of his judgment, or other- 
wise. The following remarks fell from the Vice-Chan- 
cellor, which are applicable to the present point :— 
“ Having obtained a judgment, I apprehend that, accord- 
ing to the decision in Russell v, Hast Anglian Railway 
Company (sup.), if he (the petitioning creditor) had been 
a simple contract creditor, and not a mortgage creditor 
affected by the provisions of the 42nd section, he would 
have been entitled to levy on the rolling stock and any 
other chattels of the company which are not indispen- 
sably necessary for the purposes of the Act.’ It seems, 
therefore, that, notwithstanding the appointment of a 
receiver, the owner of a rent-charge in arrear would be 
entitled to levy either execution or distress upon the 
goods of the company. There is, however, a very impor- 
tant limitation attached by the Vice-Chancellor to the 
description of the chattels which may be seized, namely, 
that they are to be such as “are not indispensably ne- 
cessary for the purposes of the Act.” What these may 
be it might be difficult to say. If there were two chairs 
in the waiting room the creditor might possibly (though 
this would be open to doubt) be justified in seizing one. 
The construction placed upon this limitation might be 
such as practically to render the right of seizure useless. 

There is yet another mode in which the remedies of 
owners of rent-charges may be defeated. It was sug- 
gested by Wood, V.C., in Bowen v. Brecon Railway Com- 
pany (sup.) that it might be well if one or more of the 
debenture-holders were to recover judgment to an amount 
sufficient to cover the assets, with a view to protecting 
them against subsequent judgments obtained by creditors. 
If this course were taken, execution +o recover the 
arrears of rent due would be frustrated. It is probable, 
however, that in such a case the judgment-creditor 
might be held to have a claim upon moneys in the hands 
of the receiver in priority to the debenture-holders. 

The position of the owner of a rent-charge under the 
present law may appear sufficiently unsatisfactory. But 
it is very far preferable to that in which he would have 
been placed had the Railway Companies Bill of last 
session (now the Railway Companies Act) been passed 
in the shape in which it was sent up to them from the 
Commons, We commented (ante 765) upon this pro- 
posed measure. Our readers probably remember that 
as passed by the House of Commons, it provided, in cases 
of confirmed insolvency, for the winding-up and sale of 
the railway itself, free from all debts and liabilities what- 
soever, In such a case the unfortunate owners of rent- 
charges would have been deprived of all summary 
remedies whatsoever, They would have been left to come 
in under the winding-up ; and whether they would have 
been entitled to any priority in respect of the assets is 
difficult, and happily now unnecessary, to determine. We 
congratulate them on their narrow escape from the 
danger with which they were threatened. 

We arrive, then, at the following conclusions: — 
Owners of rent-charges who have stipulated for no spe- 
cial securities are entitled to no lien, &c., upon the land 
of thecompany. They are entitled to a charge upon the 
tolls; bnt it may be contended, with much force, that in 
this respect that they have no priority over debenture- 
holders, They may, however, either by distress or through 
the medium of an execution, recover arrears out of the 





goods and chattels of the company, subject to the im. 
portant qualifications mentioned; and they will be en- 
titled to exercise this right, even after a receiver has been 
appointed at the suit of the debenture-holders. 





JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1866.—Parr I, 


Commencing with the police and constabulary, these 
returns exhibit an increase this yearin the strength of 
the force amounting to 478, or upwards of two per cent, 
and consisting of nine superintendents, twenty-five in- 
spectors, thirty-six sergeants, 323 constables, fifty-three 
additional constables, and thirty-two detectives, As 
compared with the population the police are as 1 to 893, 
having been in 1865 as 1 to 902 a difference apparently 
but slight, but when the increase of population is taken 
into consideration it is in reality of great importance, 
One noticeable fact with regard to the police is that the 
cost of the force has increased by upwards of £78,000, 
and that this increase in expenditure is to be accounted 
for not only by the increase in the numbers of the police, 
but also, to some extent by the higher scale of pay which 
has been generally adopted. This increases the average 
cost per man which in 1865 amounted to £75 4s, 3d, 
and in 1866 to £77. 

The total cost of the police and constabulary is 
£1,829,105, of which amount the public revenue contri- 
butes £441,947. There appears to have been a deorease in 
the number of the criminal classes at large amounting to 
8,060, or 2°6 per cent. on the numbers of the preceding 
year. How the numbers of the criminal classes at large 
are ascertained, we are unable to state, but the returns 
inform us that all thieves and known depredators are in- 
cluded, and that persons known to have been living 
honestly for twelve months are not enumerated, Vagrants 
and tramps would appear to be on the increase; in 1865 
they numbered 33,690, in the three years preceding that 
period they averaged 23,339, but in 1866 they were 
35,191. The reason for this large increase may form 
a useful subject of inquiry by the Poor Law Board, 
especially as a gaol is usually considered to be a plea- 
santer habitation than a workhouse by those well accus- 
tomed to both. In London the criminal classes are in 
the proportion of 1 to 222 of the population. In addi- 
tion to those at large who number 113,566, there are in 
local prisons 16,708, in convict prisons 7,018, and in re- 
formatories 3,635, making a grand total of 140,927 per- 
sons of the criminal classes, 

The number of indictable offences in the year 1866 
not summarily disposed of was 50,549, and in respeet of 
these crimes 27,190 persons were apprehended, this is a 
decrease from the preceding year of 3'2 per cent. on the 
first number and of 6°3 per cent. on the second. The 
proportion of apprehensions to the number of crimes com- 
mitted was in 1866 53'7 per cent.; in 1865 it was 55°6 
per cent.; in 1864 it was 56°2 per cent.; and in 1862 
582 per cent, Evidently, then, it appears that,the more 
crimes that are committed the smaller is the proportion 
of persons apprehended. This fact has been noticed in 
previous years, and we have also this additional fact that 
out of the 27,190 persons apprehended no fewer than 
8,002 were discharged by the magistrates. We are, 
therefore, entitled to conclude that while 50,549 crimes 
were committed, only 19,188 of the offenders were 
actually discovered, and that at least three out of every 
five crimes go unpunished. This proportion refers to the 
amount of crime reported to the police, If we could 
arrive at any statistics of the actual amount of crime 
committed the proportion would, of course, be much 
lower; it i¢ sometimes estimated at one-sixth. 

The number of offences reported comprises 131 murders, 
being 4 less than in the previous year, and 45 attempts 
to murder, as against 54 in the preceding period, and 
under the class of offences against the person we find a 
total of 2,861 in 1866 against 8,123 in the previous year, 
a decrease of 84 per cent, and in most of the other 
descriptions there is a corresponding decrease, Of the 
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murders, 8 took place in the Metropolitan police district, 
and 1 in the city of London. 

In respect of these 2,861 offences against the person, 
2,896 persons were apprehended, and 1,646 were dis- 
charged by the magistrates; the number convicted 
being a proportion of 78°6 per cent., while the propor- 
tion in the previous year was 82°8 per cent., and in 1863 
83°3 per cent. With respect to offences against property, 
the proportion of persons apprehended scarcely exceeds 
fifty per cent., and the number committed is very much 
smaller, being about thirty per cent. of the whole num- 
ber apprehended. 

Besides those apprehended and committed for indict- 
able offences, 339,091 persons were summarily con- 
victed by magistrates, and a further number of 142,679 
were discharged, having been brought before magis- 
trates to be dealt with under their summary jurisdiction. 
The increase in the number of persons proceeded 
against in this class was in 1866 at the rate of 5 per 
cent, over that of the preceding year, and of twenty-five 
per cent. over that of 1859, while in the number of con- 
victions there was an increase over the previous year of 
83 percent. Among the penalties imposed we find that 
1,181 were sent to reformatory schools, 471 to industrial 
schouls, and that 596 were whipped. Among the persons 
apprehended -for indictable offences, as well as those 
summarily proceeded against, there is the usual pro- 
portion of “known thieves,” &c., but it is remarkable 
that out of the 508,960 comprised under this head, no 
less than 200,827 are described as persons of previous 
good character, and 175,335 as of “character unknown,” 
showing that probably more than half these offenders were 
fresh recruits in the ranks of crime, in fact, 36°2 per cent. 
of the whole number is the proportion of those known as 
thieves or otherwise bad characters. The returns also 
show that 13,629 “known thieves” are at large, of 
which number 2,734 are in the metropolis. 

Appeals to quarter sessions against summary decisions 
of justices were 91, and there were besides these 69 cases 
stated for the opinion of the Superior Courts under the 
Act 20 & 21 Vict. c. 43. In 1865 there were 50 such 
cases stated; the appeals to quarter sessions were the 
same in number. 


Coroners’ returns for the year 1866 are up to the 
81st of December instead of the 29th of September, 
as are most of the other returns, and they exhibit the 


result of 24,926 inquests. In these the verdict was 
murder in 272 cases, manslaughter in 223, suicide in 
1,860, and accidental death in 11,262, the remainder 
ascribe death to other causes of different descrip- 
tions. As regards inquisitions by coroners, it is remark- 
able that the number of verdicts of murder exceeds by 
more than 100 per cent. the number of murders reported 
by the police, the latter being 131 and the former 272, 
but this is accounted for by the fact that frequently in 
‘cases of supposed infanticide, when a verdict of murder 
is given, the result at the trial is a verdict of concealment 
‘of birth, In such cases the coroner of course retains 
them as cases of murder, while the police return them 
‘according to the finding of the jury at the trial. There 
is a decrease in the number of inquests, while the verdicts 
‘of murder show an increase of 19°8 per cent. Verdicts 
‘of manslaughter and suicide each show a considerable 
‘decrease, Out of the 6,872 infants under seven years of 
‘age upon whom inquests were held, it is interesting to 
‘remark that 5,528 wera Jegitimate, and™that only 1,349 
were illegitimate. —— a sufficient answer to thosd 
who alleged that illegitimate children are usually the 
subjects of infanticide; and, in addition to this, while in- 
fanticide has most undoubtedly been’ on the increase, 
there has been for the last three years no material 
variation in the number of children dying a violent 
death upon whom inquests were held. 

The costs of coroners’ inquests, including salaries and 
travelling allowances, shoWs a rematkably. steady con- 
tinuance at one average. In the year 1854 the average 
“post of an inquest was £3 1s. 7d., and’ in 1866 the cost 





was exactly the same amount, while the greatest varia- 
tion in the intermediate years, with the exception of one, 
was no more than 3s. 11d. ' 

In our next we propose to give a summary of the re- 
sults of criminal proceedings. 





THE LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 
30 & 31 VicroRI&, 1867. 


Cap. LXXV.—An Act to remove certain disabilities affect- 
ing some of her Majesty’s subjects,and to amend the 
law relating to oaths of office. 

Without reference to religious creed, every subject of 
her Majesty is, by the 1st section of this Act, declared 
to be eligible to hold the office of Lord Chancellor of Ire- 
land. It is unnecessary here to recall the acrimonious 
discussions which have arisen on the much-vexed sub- 
ject of the religious belief which was a necessary qualifi- 
cation for an Irish Lord Chancellor. It is sufficient to 
point out that no creed, be it Mahomedan or Pagan, or 
any other, will, in future, be a disqualification for that 
office. 

Section 2 provides that when the office of Lord Chan- 
cellor of Ireland is held by a person not a member of the 
Established Church, the right of presentation to any 
ecclesiastical benefice is to be exercised by her Majesty, 
or, in default, by the Archbishop of Armagh; and by sec- 
tion 3, the jurisdiction of nominating delegates to hear 
appeals from the Ecclesiastical Courts in Ireland, and 
of hearing applications for, and issuing commissions of 
review to reconsider the decisions of such courts of dele- 
gates, shall be exercised by one of the chief judges of the 
courts of Chancery or Common Law in Ireland, who may be 
members of the Established Church. A principle adopted by 
our judges of declining to hear any case in which they 
have a personal interest, or in which the censorious may 
call their impartiality in question, has been, in some 
recent instances, carried out to rather a ridiculous ex- 
tent; but in cases which involve religious controversy 
between parties, whose views essentially differ, the rigid 
adoption of the principle alluded to becomes a necessity. 

Section 4 allows every judicial, civil, or corporate offi- 
cer to attend his own place of worship in his robes of 
office. If any doubt formerly existed as to such a course 
being admissible, there is now no bar to anyone for his 
own self-glorification exhibiting to his fellow-worship- 
pers the robes and insignia which indicate his office; but 
whether this will not, in many small corporate boroughs, 
give rise to much needless bickering, is a question which 
time alone can solve. 

Section 5 gives the form of oath (or, in the case of 
Quakers, affirmation) which simply requires the juror to 
swear allegiance to the Sovereign, and to maintain the 
succession to the Crown. 

The Act is to be cited as “ The Offices and Oaths Act, 
1867.” 


Cap. LXXXI.—<An Act to simplify the forms of prerega- 
tion during the recess of Parliament, 

The cumbrous forms which used periodically to be 
gone through several times between the months of 
August and February, upon each occasion of the for 
mal prorogation of Parliament, and which required the 
attendance of the Lord Chancellor and of several mem- 
bers of each House, are by this Act abolished, and, except 
at the prorogation at the close of a session, it will be 
sufficient for the Queen to issue a royal proclamation to 
prorogue Parliament for fourteen days. 


Cap. LXXXIV.—An Act to consolidate and amend the 
laws relating to vaccination, 

Numerous have been the attempts to enforce infant 
vaccination throughout the country, but the signal 
failure of the Vaccination Acts has not, it would appear, 
‘daunted our legislators, who attempted again and again 
to accomplish that which has long been by many thought 
impossible. The present Act commences by repealing 





1068 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER.  Oét. 5, 1867, 








several Acts and parts of Acts now in force, except as re- 
gards divisions and districts of unions and parishes. 

Unions are to be divided by guardians into vaccination 
districts with the sanction of the Poor Law Board, and 
they are to appoint a medical man to be Public Vacci- 
nator, whose qualification is to be prescribed by the 
Privy Council, and their Lordships may order, in addition 
to the fees allowed by the parishes, a further payment 
not exceeding one shilling beyond that presented by the 
6th section for each child whom the vaccinator has suc- 
cessfully vaccinated during the time to which the award 
of the Privy Council relates. Vaccinators are, in pur- 
-suance of the 6th section, to be paid by the guardians 
one shilling and sixpence as a minimum for each succes- 
ful vaccination, or two or three shillings according to 
distance. 

The provisions for notice to be given by the registrar 
of births to the parent of a child, and for its being 
vaccinated within three months from its birth, are the 
same as heretofore. 

Section 31 provides that if any registrar or officer ap- 
pointed to enforce the provisions of the Act shall give 
information in writing to a justice of the peace that he 
has reason to believe that a child under the age of four- 
teen years has not been succesfully vaccinated, and that 
he has given the requisite notice to the parents of the 
child, the justice may summon the parents to appear 
before him with the child, and may direct the child to 
be vaccinated within acertain time, and the person upon 
whom the order is made may, for disobedience, be pro- 
ceeded against summarily, and shall be liable toa penalty 
not exceeding twenty shillings. 

A justice may award costs to a person improperly sum- 
moned under the 31st section. 

The Act is to come into operation on the Ist of Janu- 
ary, 1868. 

Our readers will perhaps recollect the rather lengthy 
debate on the expediency of compulsory vaccination 
which took place during the progress of this bill. 


Cap. LXXXVII.—An Act to facilitate the transaction of 
business in the chambers of the iudges of the High 
Court of Chancery, und in the offices of the Registrar’s 
and Accountant-General of the said Court, and in 
Lunacy. 

In consequence of the increase of administrative busi- 
ness of the Court of Chancery, it is considered expedient 
that powers should be given for enabling the appoint- 
ment of additional chief clerks, junior clerks, and assis- 
tant clerks, to be attached to the chambers of the Master 
of the Rolls and the three Vice-Chancellors respectively, 
as the state of business may from time to time require, 
and also to appoint additional registrars. 

Section 1 accordingly gives the Lord Chancellor 
power, with the consent of the Master of the Rolls and 
the three Vice-Chancellors, or any three of them, to order 
additional chief clerks and junior clerks to be attached 
to the courts of either the Master of the Rolls or the 
Vice-Chancellors respectively, and the last-named judges 
may then make the appointments, with the approbation 
of the Lord Chancellor. 

This would look exceedingly like an unlimited power 
to manufacture places, if it were not followed by a pro- 
viso that the number of chief clerks should not at any 
time exceed twelve. 

So long as there is a pressure of administrative busi- 
ness we shall rejoice to find that a sufficient staff is kept 
up to meet the requirements of the work, but we ques- 
tion much whether, if the chief clerks were limited to 
their administrative work, the present staff is not suffici- 
ent for all practical purposes. If, however, the judicial 
business entrusted to them is to continue to increase in 
the ratio of the last few years, not even twelve chief 
— and their subordinates will suffice to perform the 

ties. 

Section 7 permits the Lord Chancellor from time to 
time to transfer any clerk from any one judge to any 





other judge with the consent of the judges concerned, 
This provision is intended to facilitate the reduction of 
the staff on the occurrence of a vacancy, should such q 
step be found necessary. 

By section 8 the Lord Chancellor is directed forthwith 
to appoint an additional registrar, and afterwards, if ne- 
cessary, another. Seeing that there are often six courts 
sitting at the same time (and should the Lords Justices 
sit separately, there may frequently be seven), thirteen 
registrars will not be found too many,—so that seven 
may attend the judges and six remain in chambers, or 
vice versd. The profession now complain loudly enough 
that registrars are so often in court and absent from their 
chambers, and it may be hoped that the appointment, 
which has been already made, of one additional registrar, 
will go far towards satisfying the demands of solicitors, 

Under section 10 the Lord Chancellor may alter the 
salaries of any of the officers of the Court, but he may 
not diminish the salary of any existing officer without 
his consent in writing. It is understood that a scale of 
salaries, very much upon the plan of the Civil Service 
scale, rising periodically according to the term of service 
will, in pursuance of this section, be gradually introduced 
into all the offices of the court where practicable. 

Section 11 discontinues the practice of attaching the 
counter-signature of the registrars to cheques drawn by 
the Accountant-General upon the Bank of England, with- 
out which counter-signature these cheques used not to 
be payable, and it substitutes the counter-signature of 
one or more of the clerks of the Accountant-General. 
This will, no doubt, effect a saving of time for the benefit 
of those who go to receive money out of court, but it 
would puzzle any one to understand how it will afford 
any means of checking the transactions of the Ac- 
countant-General, or that it is in any sense a check. 
The object of countersigning by the registrars was in- 
tended to insure that the cheque should be drawn in 
accordance with the order which directed the payment, 
and that order the registrar was the most competent 
person to interpret. In future one clerk of the Ac- 
countant-General will draw the cheque and another will 
countersign it, neither of them having legal knowledge 
sufficient to insure a really intelligent interpretation of 
complicated directions. In our opinion all counter-signa- 
ture of Accountant-General's cheques might be very pro- 
perly abolished, but if the practice be retained, the counter- 
signature of an officer of a separate audit department 
would be the best for providing a proper check. The 
system established by this Act is a mere farce, and we 
anticipate its speedy abolition. 

By the 13th section the jurisdiction of the Lords Jus- 
tices in lunacy is conferred on them separately as well 
as jointly. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
ACQUIESCENCE IN BREACH OF COVENANT IN RESTRAINT 
OF BUILDING. 

Western v. Macdermot, L. C., 15 W. R., 265; 2 L, R. Ch- 
72; Pech v. Matthews, V. C. W.,15 W. R.,689, 8 L. RB. 
Eq. 515. 

It will be useful to compare the effect of these two 
decisions on the above point, which to proprietors of 
houses on a building estate may be of some practical im- 
portance. In Western v. Macdermot the plaintiff and de- 
fendent held the houses occupied by them under con- 
veyances made about one hundred years ago, by which their 
respective predecessors in title became the owners of 
adjoining plots of some ground which had been laid out 
for building purposes, according to a plan subject to 
perpetual rentcharges, and to covenants with the grantor, 
his heirs and assigns, and therefore in effect with each 
other, so far as the covenants could run with the land, 
or, if this should not be the case, so far as the respective 
assigns had notice of the same, that there should be no 
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trees nor building in the gardens, as shown in the plan, 
above eight feet in height. The defendant had recently 
commenced the erection of a bow of the same height as 
his house, and about eight feet deep,and, in answer 
to the plaintiff’s suit to restrain such a violation of the 
covenant, relied among other defences on some trees 
above the specified height being in the plaintiff’s own 
garden, and on his having acquiesced in some breaches 
of covenant of a similar nature, entered into by the 
former owner of the fee in the above conveyances with 
respect to some land opposite the row of houses in ques- 
tion. 

In Peek v. Matthews the plaintiff and defendant, 
also owners of adjoining houses, had at the respective 
times of their purchasing the sites, being portions of 
some ground laid out for building, executed a deed of 
covenant, in which they covenanted with all the persons 
executing the deed, being the present or future purchasers 
of other plots on the same building estate, not to build 
upon certain portions of the plots purchased by them, 
which were to be enclosed with adwarf wall. It ap- 
peared that before the defendant purchased his plot and 
executed the deed, breaches of covenants by the erection 
of a wall and some sheds for gardening had been com- 
mitted by other parties to the deed, and the defendant, 
who had built a similar wall, and against whom the 
plaintiff brought a mandatory injunction, relied on this 
in defence to the suit. The well known case of The Duke 
of Bedford v. The Trustees of the British Museum, 2 My. 
& K. 552, was of course cited by the counsel for the de- 
fendants in both suits, the plaintiff in that case having in 
vain attempted to force a covenant entered into by 
the builder of Montague House in 1675, the object of 
which had been to secure an open space in the vicinity 
of Southampton House, the then residence of the Bedford 
family, after the house itself had been pulled down, and 
his predecessors in title had allowed the adjoining land 
to be covered with buildings, Montague House having 
been converted into the British Museum and the whole 
character of the neighbourhood having been changed. 
Lord Chelmaford, however, thought this inapplicable 
to the case before him, on account of the consent by the 
Dukes of Bedford to the alteration in the state of the 
property which it was the sole object of the covenant to 
prevent, and that passive acquiescence in one breach of 
covenant would not be considered as a waiver of the right 
for all future time to complain of any other breach, even 
supposing, which was a matter for consideration, that it 
was not necessary to show “ substantial injury ” in order 
to require the interposition of the court. In Peek v. 
Matthews,on the other hand, the Vice-Chancellor, con- 
sidering the object of the covenant to be simply to secure 
to the neighbourhood the benefit of uniformity in the 
appearance of the houses in question, held that anyone 
seeking to enfore sucha covenant must himself be vigi- 
lent in his efforts to secure its observance. When once 
the common scheme had been broken up without resist- 
ance, the power to enforce it, as was held in.-the Duke of 
Bedford’s case, was gone, and therefore it became im- 
material that the defendant had entered into the cove- 
nants after the other breaches had been committed, such 
Covenants by him being, under the circumstances, as all 
parties must be taken to have known, nugatory. 

Read in connection with this case the dicta of Lord 
Chelmsford seem to require some explanation, but in 
estimating their force the following circumstances pre- 
sent in Westen v. Macdermot must be remembered—1. 
The object of the covenant was to secure light aud air to, 
as well as uniformity in, the houses, 2, The breaches 
acquiesced in did not affect either in any appreciable 
degree. 3, The breach of covenant complained of caused 
® substantial injury to the plaintiff. Such being the 
facts of the case, the Lord Chancellor held that the plain- 
tiff might sue alone, and that he was not estopped by 
reason of breaches of the covenant, which he was seeking 
to enforce, having been permitted by himself and other 
persons entitled to the benefit of the covenant. If, how- 





ever, the only ground of complaint had been that the 
defendant was destroying the uniformity of the terrace, 
it seems to us that all the persons who could enforce the 
covenant would be equally affected and have an equal 
right to sue, and Hastwood v. Lever, 12 W. R. 195, may 
in that case be applicable, so that all would be necessary 
parties to the suit. On the same hypothesis Peek v. 
Matthews may be looked upon as an authority that ac- 
quiescence in a breach of one covenant would prevent 
the enforcement of another, if both covenants were only 
intended to secure uniformity, and the breach of the one 
had destroyed this effectually. 


LIABILITY OF DECEASED SHAREHOLDER’S ESTATE FOR 
CALLS, 


Turquand v. Kirby, M.R., 15 W. R., 730; 4 L. RB. Eq. 123. 


Articles of association frequently contain a clause to 
the effect that, although the shares in the company are 
to be treated as personal estate, and transmissible accord- 
ingly, executors or administrators of a deceased share- 
holder are not to be as such members of the company, 
but to be at liberty to sell their shares to become them- 
selves members of the company and personally liable; 
and with this clause there is usually coupled a provision 
that until such election the future dividends may be re- 
tained by the company. Sometimes, however, the name 
of the deceased shareholder is nevertheless retained on 
the books, and the dividends paid to the executor, and 
the question then arises whether the executor himself or 
his testator’s estate is liable in respect of future calls. 
No general rule can be laid down for determining this 
question, as so much will depend on the dealings between 
the company and the executor in each particular case. 
In Bulmer’s case, 33 Beav. 435, 12 W. R. 564, where an 
executrix had received dividends for six years, in the last 
two of which she signed receipts in her own name with- 
out any qualification as executrix, the Master of the Rolls 
held that it was incumbent on the company to compel 
the election to be made, and that they could not dispense 
with the provisions of the deed in that behalf, so that 
none of the formalities required to make her a share- 
holder having been complied with, she could not be 
treated as such, and, as was held in Hamer’s case, 2 D. 
M. & G. 366, the mere receipt of dividends in the charac- 
ter of executor, although there was no right so to receive 
them, will not make the executor personally liable. Per- 
haps the proper point of view from which the cases are 
to be decided is, that the provisions referred to are for 
the benefit of the company, and intended to secure to 
them existing responsible shareholders, and that if they 
will not avail themselves of such provisions they must 
be content to rely upon the more inconvenient remedy 
against the assets of their deceased members. Asclauses 
limiting the past liability of a contributory to definite 
periods after he ceased to be a member of the company 
are not applicable where the rights of the partners inter 
se are affected, we do not see how the above case, where 
the executor, who was also residuary legatee and devisee 
of a portion of the testator’s real estate, had received 
dividends on the shares for several years in his repre- 
sentative character, but taken no steps to become pro- 
prietor of them, could have been decided otherwise than 
by treating the whole of the testator’s estate as liable for 
the future calls—hard as it undoubtedly was, that after 
the property of the testator had been administered, de- 
visees, some of whom had perhaps never the least know- 
ledge of the testator having held shares in the company, 
for which his estate was now made liable, or in any 
company at all, should be charged with heavy calls on 
such shares; and plausible as the contention seems that 
although the executor by payment of dividends to him 
could not be made personally liable, the company might 
yet, as against the devisees, be estopped from enforcing 
their claim, 

One conclusion we may draw from the decision is this, 
that, while executors distributing their testator’s estate 
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without regard to porsible calls on the shares held by 
him will not be liable for a derastavit, they ought, never- 
theless, as a rule, in justice to the beneficiaries, not to 
retain shares on which any money remains to be paid 
up, but to look upon them rather as in the category of 
liabilities than of property, and deal with and dispose of 
them accordingly. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner WinsLow.) 

Oct. 3.—In Re Howard.—Transfer of sproceedings— 
Practice.—This was an application for a transfer of the pro- 
ceedings under this bankruptcy from the Bristol District 
Court of Bankruptcy to the London Court. 

R. Griffiths appeared in support of the application, and the 
bankrupt’s solicitor opposed. 

A preliminary objection was taken to the hearing of the 
application on two grounds, Ist, that no notice had been 
given to the official assignee, and, 2nd, that a copy of affi- 
davit intended to be used in support had not been served 
upon the bankrupt pursuant to the 17th rule. 

His Honovr held that the application was irregular, and 
adjourned the proceedings in che that the applicant might 
comply with the rules, he paying the costs, 


WARWICK COUNTY COURT. 

Sept. 17.—-Wildigg and Brown y. Leech.—House-agents’ 
Charges.—The Deputy Judge read the following judgment 
by Mr. F. Dinsdale, in this case :—‘‘ This action is brought 
to recover £13 under the following circumstances. In the 
year 1864, the plaintiffs, who are house-agents at Leaming- 
ton, were employed by the defendant to procure a tenant for 
the defendant’s house and premises in Leamington, called 
Spotland-villa. They introduced to him Mr. John Wackrill, 
who took the premises under a written agreement bearing 
date July 16th, 1864. The tenancy was to be from August 
12th, 1864, to March 25th, 1865, and for three years next 
ensuing the latter day, and defendant paid to plaintiff the 
sum of £4 10s, as their commission on such letting. On 
settling the terms of the agreement, Mr. Wackrill appears 
to have required the insertion of a clause giving him the 
— during the continuance of the tenancy of pur- 
chasing the premises for the sum of £700, to which the 
defendant reluctantly assented, and on which Mr. Wack- 
rill has elected to purchase the property, whereupon the 
plaintiffs, relying upon an alleged custom of their business, 
claimed the sum of £17 10s. as their commission on a sale, 
at the same time giving him credit for the sum of £4 10s, 
the commission on the letting previously paid to the de- 
fendant. Now there is no question that, if in the lan- 
guage of Chitty,* there be an unvariable, certain, and gene- 
ral usage or custom of any particular trade, persons con- 
tracting with members of such trade upon a matter to 
which such u: or custom has reference, are bound by 
it, whether they have knowledge of such usage or not ; but 
it is incumbent on the plaintiffs relying upon such a 
custom to prove its evidence to the satisfaction of the 
Court clearly and undisputably. That the plaintiffs have 
in this case failed todo. Having regard to the evidence 
of Mr. Cookes on cross-examination, and the direct testi- 
mony of Mr. Hawkes, it is impossible for me to find that 
the plaintiffs have proved the custom they rely upon to 
entitle them to my judgment. I therefore direct ie aoa 
to be entered for the defendant.” Mr. Overell, who 
aoe for the defendant, applied for costs, which were 
allow 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


We have received a letter from Mr. W. S. Masterman, 
solicitor, of St. Pancras-lane, suggesting the presentation by 
the legal profession of a testimonial to Mr. Aldridge, whose 
retirement from the office of Chief Clerk to the Master of 
the Queen’s Bench we lately announced. Mr. Masterman 
has known Mr. Aldridge in his official capacity for forty years, 
and is willing to act as treasurer of a subscription fund for 
the above purpose, 





* 4th Ed, p. 20, 





Tus Joint-Stock CoMpANIES’ REGISTRATION OFficg, 

Sir—I think it well, through the medium of your 
columns, to call the attention of the profession and the 
public generally, to the practice adopted at this office of 
refusing to allow any copy whatever to be taken of any 
portion of the documents there filed. If my memory 
does not mislead me, this restriction was not origi- 
nally imposed upon those who availed themselves of the 
means which the Companies’ Acts afford them of investi- 
gating the condition and constitution of companies. Now, 
however, the practice adopted at this office is as follows; 
The person who wishes to note some particular, be it what 
it may, respecting the share registry, or what not, 
of some undertaking goes to the Register Office in Ser. 
jeant’s-inn, and after finding the reference to this company 
in the index (which, by the way, is very haudily ar. 
ranged), and paying the statutory fee of one shilling, by 
means of a companies’ fee stamp, the documents he wishes 
to see are brought for his inspection. After turning over 
two or three leaves he takes out a note-book, and com. 
mences to note, say—clause 999 of the company’s articles 
of association, Scarcely, however, has he written five 
words before he is interrupted by a clerk, who peremptorily 
informs him that he is not allowed to take any copy; if he 
wants a copy he must go to the expense of an office-copy— 
he may not, simply for his own information, note anything 
for himself, Upon this prohibition being addressed to 
myself, I inquired of the attendant clerks (who, I am 
bound to say, were perfectly civil), whether the registrar 
of joint-stock companies had promulgated anything in the 
nature of a written or printed official order to the above 
effect. The only information I could obtain was that they 
(the clerks) had verbal orders to permit no person to take 
any copy. bia 

I am sure your readers will agree with me that it is very 
absurd—and quite contrary to the intention of the Legisla- 
ture—to place any such restriction upon the means of pro- 
fiting by the source of information which the Act has pro- 
vided, I should be glad, also, to know whether the offi- 
cials are warranted in enforcing this prohibition. It looks 
uncommonly like an attempt to force the public to have 
recourse to the more expensive proceeding in order to 
benefit some adjacent law stationer,—though 1 am not, of 
course, prepared to say that this is the case, I think the 
Incorporated Law Society might advantageously inquire 
into this usage. A Man or Business. 








APPOINTMENT. 


Mr. Joun Fortu Munsy, of York, has been appointed 
a Perpetual Commissioner for Taking the Acknowledg- 
ments of Deeds by Married Women in and for the city of 
York. 


The Lord Chancellor has appointed Mr. Epwarp W. 
SyKEs assistant official solicitor to the Court of Bankruptcy. 





IRELAND. 


QUEEN’S BENCH—CROWN SIDE. 
Noricer. 


On and after the 1st day of October, 1867, the payment of 
fees in money on the Crown side of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench is to be discontinued, and the several documents on 
account of which fees were formerly payable are to be im- 

ressed with a stamp duty equal in amount to the fees 
Rnaade payable on account of such documents. And in the 
case of fees payable by entry, requisitions stamped with the 
proper amount of duty must be delivered to the proper officer 
—30 & 31 Vic , c. 129, s. 48. 


APPOINTMENTS, 


Mr. Abraham T. Chatterton, solicitor, has been appointed 
Chief Clerk to the Court of the Vice-Chancellor of Ireland. 
Mr. Chatterton is brother of the Vice-Chancellor, The salary 
attached to the office is £800 per annum, increasing by £50 
annually, until it reaches £1,000, 


[ ———roneientneneemeincneumenaneinennerineneee Sune 4 


A lawsuit of great importance to many persons in the South- 
ern States has just been decided in a United States court of South 
Carolina, It related to debts by tho purchaso of slaves before 
emancipation, and ruled that such debts are good. 
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SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

AnnvaL REPORT OF THE COUNCIL SUBMITTFD TO THE 
_— MEETING OF THE MEMBERS, ON JUNE 28, 
1867. 

During the past year the council have devoted their at- 
tention to many subjects of special interest, not only to 
the profession, but also to the suitors of the various courts 
and the public generally, and in dealing with those sub- 
jects it is gratifying to observe the increasing usefulness of 
the society, and the influence it possesses in all matters 
connected with the alteration or amendment of the law, 
and the regulation of the profession, 

In reporting the result of their labours, the council will, 
as heretofore, notice in the first place the progress of the 
scheme which this society have so long and anxiously pro- 
moted, viz. :— 

The Concentration of the Law Courts and Offices. 

In comparison with former years the council have but 
little to report on this subject but that which is already 
very generally known, The members are aware that the 
‘Royal Commissioners courteously set apart special days for 
the inspection by members of the legal profession of the 
designs of the competing architects. 

The council have been favoured with photographic copies 
of the different designs so as to enable them to consider 
Hen 5 as to the accommodation which is proposed to 
be afforded for attorn and solicitors, and to judge how 
far the suggestions made by a committee of this society as 
4 the arrangements for such accommodation, have been 

opted. 

By the constitution of the Royal Commission three mem. 
bers of the council represent the attorneys and solicitors 
on that board, and by these means the council are kept 
acquainted with the progress of the various matters con- 
nocted with this subject, and are enabled to make any 
suggestions which they consider will conduce to the com- 
fort and convenience of the members and the profession 
generally. 

The council have had many opportunities of making 
such suggestions, and they have been invariably received 
with favour, The council are glad to report that means 
of communication between the new Courts and the society's 
building have, at the request of the society, been provided 
for in the plans. 

Remuneration of Solicitors, 

The views entertained by the council, on this important 
subject, have been sp frequently stated in former reports, 
that it is unnecessary to do more than explain the position 
of the matter since the last annual general meeting. 

In their last report the council stated, very fully, the 
course which they had adopted in their communications 
with the Lord Chancellors Westbury and Cranworth. 

The members were then ‘abel that the draft of somo 
proposed orders, which had been submitted to Lord West- 
bury, were then before his successor Lord Cranworth, 
Since the appointment of the here Lord Chancellor, the 
council have twice urged his Lordship to give effect to the 
Suggestions now lying before him, and which have been 
in the hands of his Lordship’s predecessors since the year 
1865, having been prepared with tho greatest care, after 
interviews with the then Lord Chancellor and the taxing: 
masters, The council have urged on the Lord Chancellor 
that the present unsatisfactory state of the subject affects 
not only the interests of solicitors, but also those of their 
Clients and the bar. 

On the 1ith instant, tho council received a letter from 
the Lord Chancellor’s secretary, stating that his Lordshi 
had very recently had an opportunity of conferring with 
the judges of the Equity courts, and tho result is, that the 
Master of the Rolls and two of the Vice-Chancellors havo, 
atthe Lord Chancellor's request, arranged to receive the 
deputation from the society on the subject. 


Fees taken in the Middlesew Registry Office. 

The attention of the council has for some time been 
directed to the circumstance that the registrars of deeds 
for the county of Middlesex have been in the habit of 
taking fees greatly excecding those which they are om- 
‘powered to receive under the statute which established the 
‘system of registration for the county. 





Under that statute,* after providing for the appointment 
of ‘registrars or masters” of the office, it is enacted as 
follows :— 

‘¢ Every such registrar or master shall be allowed for 
the entry of every such memorial as is by this Act directed, 
the sum of one shilling and no more, in case the same do 
not exceed 200 words; but if such memorial shall exceed 
200 words, then after the rate and proportion of sixpence 
a hundred for all the words contained in such memorial, 
over and above the first 200 words. And the like fees 
for the like number of words contained in every certificate 
or copy given out of the said office, and no more; and 
for every search in the said office, one shilling and no 
more,” 

A return, ordered by the House of Commons to be 
printed on the 16th of July, 1862, contains the following 
statement :— 

‘¢ The fees received for the registry of deeds are seven 
shillings for memorials of 500 words, and sixpence for 
—_ 100 words in excess of that number. 

“The fees provided by the Act of 7 Anne, c. 20, were 
altered, as the present registrars are informed, in 1768, 
in pursuance of an arrangement between the then regis- 
trars and the public, and have since that period been 
always received in accordance with the amended scale, 

“They (the registrars) are not aware of any special 
authority for the alteration,” 

It would therefore appear, from the registrars’ own 
showing, that for a memorial of 500 words they demand 
and receive a fee of 7s., being 4s, 6d, in excess of that 
specially prescribed by the 11th section of the Act. 

With regard to the fees for searches, the labour of 
searching the index accessible for the statutory fee of Is. 
has become so great, that for some years past a lexico- 
graphical index has been compiled by or under the direc- 
tion of the registrars; but for each search in such last- 
mentioned index a fee of 2s. 6d., instead of 1s., is re- 
quired to be paid, and is paid by the person making the 
search, 

In the Parliamentary return before referred to, it ap- 

ars that in the year 1861 the amount of the fees received 
at the Middlesex Registry Office was £7,973 0s. 7d., while 
the expenses of the office were only £2,173 0s, 7d., leaving 
the balance divisible amongst the four registrars, including 
the Queen’s Remembrancer, who is one (although his 
share, under a recent Act of Parliament, was directed to 
be paid to him, and to be by him applied and accounted 
for in all respects as other fees received in respect of his 
office), of £6,800. 

A similar return made to Parliament during the present 
session, however, shows a surprising increase of the surplus 
divisible among the registrars. The figures therein given 
are as follows :— ’ 





Net amount re- 
ceived by each of the 
Three Registrars. 


Office Expenses, 
Salaries, 
and Pensions, &c. 


Gross amount 
received, 


Years. 





et 
8,893 17 
10,194 4 
10,689 11 
11,653 17 
12,564 4 


1862 
1863 
1864 
1865 
1866 














The Council being satisfied that there is no pretence 
whatever for the receipt by the registrars of a larger feo 
than that authorised by the statute for registering a memo~- 
rial, and that no justification can be pleaded for increasing 
the statutory fee of 1s, for a search to 2s. 6d, on tho 
ground of the expense attending the compilation of the 
lexicographical index, were instrumental in the attention 
of Parliament being directed to the subject, which had the 
effect of producing the second return, and also a state- 
ment from the Government to the effect that they had under 
consideration a measure for regulating uma the func. 
tions of the Registrars of Deeds for Middlesex, 

In the meantime, however, it is well that the members, 
and, indeed, the profession, should know that the Council 
have been advised that the fees hitherto received, have 
been received without any legal authority whatever, and 
that an action could, after demand, be maintained against 


® 7 Anne, ©. 20, 8. 11. 
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the registrars by any person who had paid fees in excess 
of those authorised by the statute; and that if the regis- 
trars shonld refuse to enter memorials, give certificates, 
or allow searches without payment of higher fees than 
those specified in the statute, the parties aggrieved 
would have a remedy by application to the Court of Queen's 
Bench for a mandamus, 

With reference to the extra charge made upon the pub- 
lic for the use of the lexicographical index, it seems to the 
council that such an index simply carries out in a conve- 
nient form the intention of the statute of the 7th Anne, 
Certainly, had the Middlesex Registry been a private in- 
stead of a public office, the convenience of a lexicographi- 
cal index would not have been wanting, and no extra 
charge would have been made for its use, 


State of the Business in the Chambers of the Master of the 
Rolls. 


The very large increase in the amount of business thrown 
upon the chief clerks in the chambers of the Master of the 
Rolls, especially in consequence of the large accession of 
business relating te the winding-up of joint-stock com- 
panies, has occasioned so much inconvenience, loss of time, 
and expense to all persons having business there, that the 
council felt it to be their duty to make a representation to 
the Master of the Rolls on the subject. They, therefore, 
presented a memorial to his Lordship, in which the follow- 
ing matters were submitted for his consideration :— 

*¢That by reason of the inability of the Chief Clerks to 
dispose of the additional work imposed on them, so as to 
keep the business of the chambers free from accumulation, 
it frequently occurs that appointments to proceed can be 
obtained only at intervals of three weeks, and often more, 
between each appointment, unless for the disposal of 
matters which cannot occupy much time. That the pre- 
sent staff of chief clerks is not in any way responsible for 
the delay; on the contrary, the profession gratefully 
acknowledge the zeal and energy of those gentlemen, 
many of whom discharge their duties far more laboriously 
than could in reason have been expected. That the pre- 
sent pressure of business is mainly due to the winding-up 
of joint-stock companies, but as there is no doubt it will be 
some years before a large amount of that business can be 
concluded, there is every reason to expect that the pressure 
will continue for some time to come. The council then 
pointed out that, in their view of the matter, the evil can 
ouly be adequately remedied by the appointment of addi- 
tional clerks, of professional experience equal to that of the 
present chief clerks, and they suggested ‘or the considera- 
tion of the Master of the Rolls, that when a convenient 
opportunity arrived—which, in fact, existed at the time 
the memorial of the council was presented—power might 
be given to the Lord Chancellor, by Parliament, to sanc- 
tion this increase in the staff of the Master of the Rolls; 
and with a view to provide for the recurrence of a similar 
state of circumstances, that power should also be given to 
the Lord Chancellor, with the assent of the Treasury, 
from time to time to sanction a further increase in the 
namber of chief clerks, not only in the chambers of the 
Master of the Rolls, but also in those of the Vice-Chan- 
cellors; or, at the request of the judge, to transfer chief 
clerks from the chambers of one judge to those of another, 
as the state of the business should render such an arrange- 
ment necessary.” 

After presenting their memorial, a deputation from the 
council waited on the Master of the Rolls, and had the 
advantage of hearing his Lordship’s opinion on the subject. 
His Lordship fully admitted the necessity of giving relief 
to the present chief clerks; but thought that a remedy for 
the evil would be found in the appointment of additional 
subordinate clerks, competent to dispose of much of the 
— business now necessarily imposed on the chief 
c : 

The council feel that any suggestion emanating from the 
Master of the Kolls is entitled to the highest respect, yet 
they venture to doubt whether the remedy suggested by 
his Lordship would conduce to the removal of the evil 

ained of so effectually as the appointment of addi- 
tional chief clerks of experience and efficiency. 

The council ro that the Legislature will take this im- 
portent subject into consideration at an early period, and 
that the jon already made by the en: 
that an ional Vice-Chancellor should be appointed, in 





order that a Vice-Chancellor may sit three days a week in 
chambers, will receive attention.* 


Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, and Railways 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 18435. 

The attention of the profession has for some time been 
directed to the oppressive operation on landowners of those 
sections of the Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, 
which facilitate the acquisition of lands by the promoters 
of public undertakings, and als» to the insufficiency of cer. 
tain provisions contained in the Railway Clauses Consoli- 
dation Act, 1845, for securing compensation for damage 
done by promoters who take possession of land for temporary 

es. The powers conferred upon the promoters by 
the first-mentioned Act were intended only to be had re- 
course to in cases of urgency, where it was necessary, for 
the proper construction of the works, or the convenience 
of the public, that the promoters should obtain posses. 
sion of the lands, in a summary manner, before the amount 
of the purchase-money and compensation payable to the 
owners could be agreed upon; but, owing either to defects 
in the language of the Act, or to a laxity of practice, the 
powers thereby given have afforded to the promoters op- 
portunities which they have frequently used of acting most 
prejudicially to the owners or claimants, and in a manner 
which can never have been intended to be sanctioned 
by the Legislature when those powers were conferred, 

By section 85 the promoters are made the sole judges of 
the supposed necessity or urgency for departing from the 
regular course prescribed in the earlier part of the Act; 
and although the owner or claimant may be well known to 
the promoters, and may be actually in negotiation with 
them on the subject of the compensation to be paid to him 
for the lands, the promoters may, without any notice to 
him, procure a surveyor to be appointed by two justices, 
and actually take possession of the lands upon depositing 
in the bank, by way of security, the amount determined by 
the surveyor to be the mere dry value of the lands, with- 
out taking into consideration the consequential damage, 
by severance or otherwise, to be sustained by the owner 
or claimant, and upon giving a bond with two sureties, of 
whose sufficiency the owner or claimant has no means of 
satisfying himself, in a penal sum equal only to the sum s0 
deposited. 

The provisions of this section have been frequently taken 
advantage of by promoters for the purpose of getting 
immediate possession of land without notice to the owner or 
claimant, where, in fact, no case of urgency or necessity 
existed; the surveyor appointed to determine the value of the 
land is in all cases selected by the promoters and approved 
as a matter of course by the justices ; the valuation made by 
the surveyor being based exclusively 6n the consideration of 
the extent of land proposed to be taken, apart from all 
questions of consequential damage, the sum secured has in 
almost every instance fallen far short of the amount found 
payable at a later stage of the proceedings (irrespective of the 
costs and expenses, for which no security is provided), and, as 
a result of the present unsatisfactory state of the law, owners 
lessees, and occupiers have been often needlessly ejected 
without any warning, and have in several instances, by 
reason of the subsequent insolvency of the promoters, or the 
py mani formed by them, been unable to obtain payment 
of a large proportion of the compensation to which they were 
legally entitled. Moreover, promoters are enabled, by means 
of the provisions of the Act, to rg lands to a far greater 
on than could be requisite for ,the purposes of their 
works, 

A further grievance is also nig wae inflicted upon owners, 
lessees, and occupiers of lands, by the provisions contained 
in The Railways Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, for 
securing compensation for damage done by promoters who 
take possession of land for temporary purposes, inasmuch as 
the names of the sureties of the promoters are not required to 
be previously notified to the owners, lessees, or occupiers, and 
they have, consequently, no opportunity afforded them of 
taking exception to the sufficiency of such sureties ; and under 
the same Act, the powers conferred upon a railway company 

* Since the preparation of this report, a bill has been introduced 
into the House of Lords by the Lord Chancellor containing clatses 
which give power to his Lordship, with the advice and consent of the 
Master of the Kolls and the Vice-Chancellors, to attach additional 
chief clerks and junior clerks to the courts of tho Master of the Kolis 
and the Vice-Ohancellors seapuemirey and to transfer any clerk 
= the om of any one judge to that of another, as sug 
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of temporarily stopping up, diverting or altering roads with- 
out giving any security for their restitution, has in cases 
of insolvency of companies, and suspension of the works, 
resulted in the roads being left in a state utterly useless for 
the purposes of traffic. 

The council feel very strongly that the exercise of such 
stringent and exceptional powers should only be permitted 
where the exigencies of the case are such as cannot be met 
by proceeding in the ordinary manner ; and that the abuses 
to which they are liable should be carefully guarded against 
by special provisions, framed with a view to prevent the pro- 
moters of undertakings form acquiring possession of lands 
without giving the fullest security for payment of adequate 
compensation to all parties interested or entitled. 

Accordingly, the council embodied their views on the 
subject in a memorial, which they presented to the President 
of the Board.of Trade, and submitted that an inquiry should 
be had into the effect and operation of the Acts in the parti- 
culars referred to, with a view to an alteration or amendment 
being made. At the same time, the draft of a proposed Bill 
to Parliament was prepared by the council, and submitted to 
the Board of Trade for their consideration, in which the 
amendments contended for by the council, as regards The 
Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, were put in practical form. 

The effect of the proposed Bill was to constitute the Board 
of Trade as the proper tribunal for determining whether a case 
of necessity or urgency exists, and ascertaining the amount 
to be deposited by the promoters in respect of the land re- 
— to be taken or used, and the amount of compensation 
or the damage and injury to be sustained by reason of the 
exercise of the powers of the rey ; the promoters also 
being required to give a bond to the landowner, with two 
sufficient sureties, to be agreed upon between him and the 
promoters, and by the Board of Trade in case of difference, 
in a penal sum equal to double the amount to be deposited, 
conditioned for payment to the landowner of the purchase 
money or compensation to be payable to him in respect of his 
land, with interest at 5 per cent. from the time of entry by 
the promoters until payment. 

At the request of the council, a deputation from their body 
was received by Sir Stafford Northcote, the then President 
of the Board of Trade, on the subject of their memorial. 

With reference to the 85th section of the Lands Clauses 


Consolidation Act, the deputation referred, in support of the 
statements contained in their memorial, to several cases 


which had come to their knowledge, in which, from the exer- 
cise of the power conferred by the section, landowners had 
been altogether deprived of the possession and enjoyment of 
their property, without any adequate security for payment 
of its value ; and in addition, in consequence of the insol- 
vency of the company, they had either lost altogether, or, at 
all events, they had been indefinitely delayed in the receipt 
of the amount awarded to them in respect of such value and 
compensation for the compulsory taking of their property 
under the Act of Parliament. They also pointed particularly 
to instances in proof of the notorious circumstance, that the 
valuation made by the surveyor of a company, upon which the 
amount paid into the Bank of England (without any regard 
to compensation for comesquential damage) is regulated, has 
fallen so far short of the amount ultimately found to be 
payable to the landowner, as often to reach to little more 
than a third, or even a fourth, of the sum to which the land. 
owner has been declared entitled. The deputation also stated 
that it had been calculated that in the list of debts of a well. 
known insolvent railway company, those in respect of unpaid 
purchases exceed £450,000; and that, as a further hard- 
ship inflicted on landowners, their remedy, so far as at present 
any precedent had been established, was against the company 
alone, as hitherto the landowners had failed to establish 
their right to recover back their land at Common Law by 
ejectment, or in Chancery by injunction. And the depu- 
tation also pointed out that, even if the land could bo re- 
covered, it would be in a condition useless to its owner. 

As an illustration of the grievance complained of with 
regard to The Railways Clauses Consolidation Act, the depu- 
tation directed attention to a case in which an_ insolvent 
railway company had, under the powers conferred on them 
by that Act, of stopping up, altering, or diverting roads, 
deprived the public of the use of a road without the smallest 
security being given for its restoration. 

The President of the Board of Trade appeared to be very 
forcibly struck with the points submitted to him, and 
expressed, on behalf of the Board, his thanks for the com- 
munication thus made by the society on the subject. The 





council subsequently furnished the President of the Board of 
Trade with a list of cases within their own knowledge, in 
which the amount paid into court by a company, under the 
85th section of The Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, was 
very much less than that ultimately awarded to the land- 
owner ; and also of instances in which, owing to the insolvent 
or involved circumstances of the company, the purchase 
money due for land of which the company have possession is 
im jeo : 

In the a of the gua session, the council received a 
communication from the Secretary to the Board of Trade, 
intimating that the result of the consideration whieh the 
subject had received at the hands of their Lordships was 
the introduction into a bill before Parliament ( The Railway 
Companies, Bill ) of tie following clause :—‘* Where, after 
the passing of this Act, a company exercise the powers con- 
ferred on the promoters of the undertaking by section 85 of 
The Lands Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, the surveyor 
to be appointed as in that section provided, shall be appointed 
by the Board of Trade instead of by two justices, and all the 
provisions of that Act relative to a surveyor pk ewe by two 
justices shall apply to a surveyor so appointed by the Board 
of Trade.” 

As the operation of this clause was manifestly insufficient 
to remedy the evils of which the council complained, they 
prepared a petition to the House of lente, Vai the: 
statements made in their memorial to the of Trade, 
suggesting important alterations in the clauses relating to 
the winding up of Insolvent Railway Companies, and praying 
to be heard on their petition. 

Lord Cairns has been good enough to take charge of the 
petition, and has intimated that he will call the attention of 
the House to the subject, which he considers to be of great 
importance. 





OBITUARY. 


Mr. T. C. E. PAEZOLD. 

We have, with much regret, to recordt his.week the death of 
Mr. T. C. E. Paezold, student of the Middle —— who was, 
on the 16th ult., drowned at Jersey. He was the holder of 
one of the scholarships of £3,000, given by a munificent 
Parsee, Mr. Rustomjee Jeejeebhoy, of Bombay, to stu- 
dents for the bar selected from each of the presidency 
towns in India. Mr. Paezold was the candidate chosen from 
Madras, where he had carried off all the honours which the 
local university could bestow. In England he obtained the 
Real Property Exhibition at the examination of bar students 
in 1866. Mr. Paezold’s premature and unfortunate death 
will be deeply regretted by all who knew him. It is sup- 
posed that he was overtaken by the tide while exploring 
some caves at Point Grosnez, in Jersey. 


Mr. E. I. HOWARD. 

The Bombay papers announce the death, on the 29th of 
August, of Mr. Edward Irvine Howard, M.A., barrister-at- 
law, who was instantaneously killed by the collision of a 
runaway engine with the train by which he was travelling 
from Poona to Bombay. Mr. Howard, who was one of 
the most distinguished members of the Bombay bar, was 
originally a scholar of Lincoln Dotioa, Outene, where he 
gracuated M.A. He was called to the at the Middle 
Temple in November, 1853, immediately after which he 
proceeded to Bombay, where his brother, the late Mr, 
William Howard, attained the position of Advocate-General. 
Mr, Howard happened to be a fellow-passenger with Lord 
Elphinstone, the Governor of Bombay, and in 1857 he was 
appointed by that nobleman Director of Public Instruction 
in this Presidency, In 1865 he resigned this appointment 
in favour of Sir Alexander Grant, and returned to his 
practice at the bar, where he soon gained a leading posi- 
tion. Mr. Howard was a brilliant scholar and writer, and 
for some years he edited and conducted the Bombay 
Quarterly Review; and he was extremely popular with 
the native as well as the English community at Bombay, 
and his funeral at Poona was attended by all the leading 
civilian and military residents, His brother, to whom 
reference has just been made, met a sudden death a few 
years ago by a fall in the hunting field, 








Mrs, Tusresa Loneworrn Ysivsaron is now in the 
United States giving readings. 
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COURT PAPERS. 
QUEEN’S BENCH. 
aes at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir A. I, Cocksurn, Bart., Lord Chief Jus- 
tice of her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench, in and after 
Michaelmas Term, 1867. 
In TERM. 
Middlesex. 
Monday November 4| Monday 
Monday ..... BS re 11 | 
There will not be any sittings during Term in London. 


AFTER TERM. 


November 18 


Middlesex. London. 
November 26 | Tuesday ...... ... December 10 
The Court will sit at 10 o’clock every day. 
_ The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days 
in Term, if not disposed of on those days, will be tried by 
adjournment on the days following each of such sitting days. 


COMMON PLEAS. 

— at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Rig! t Hon. Sir Witt1aM Bovitt, Knt., Lord Chief Justice 
of her ere Court of Common Pleas, at Westminster, 
in and after Michaelmas Term, 1867. 

In TERM. 
Middlesex. 
November 4 | Monday......... November 18 
” 11 
The Court will not sit in London during Term. 
AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. London. 
November 26 | Monday December 9 
The Court will sit during and after Term at 10 o'clock. 


EXCHEQUER OF PLEAS. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir Fitzroy Keiiy, Knt., Lord Chief 
Baron of her Majesty’s Court of Exchequer, in and after 
Michaelmas Term, 1867. 

In Term. 
Middlesex. 

Monday......... November 4 | Monday......... November 18 

Monday.......+. on 11 
The Court will not sit during Term in London. 

Arter TERM. 
Middlesex. | London. 

November 26 | Monday 
The Court will sit during and after Term at 10 o'clock. 
The Court will sit in Middlesex in Term by adjournment 

from day to day until the causes entered for the respective 

Middlesex sittings are disposed of. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, Oct. 3, 1867, 
[From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


oo Cent, Consols, 943 Annuities, April, ’85 

sto for Account, Oct, 8, 944 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 204 

3 per Cent Redaced, 97 Ex Bills, £1000, 34 per Ct. 30pm 
New 3 per Cent., 924 Ditto, £500, Do 20 pm 

Do, 34 per Cent., Jan, "94 Ditto, £100 & £200, 30 pm 

Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. °94 Bank of England Stock, 54 per 
Do.5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year) 

Annuities, Jan. 60 — Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
India Stk. , 105 p Ct.Apr.’74, 222 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5pC.,’Jan,"72, 104 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, ’79, 1 
Ditto Sper Cent., July,’80 1144 i bentures, per Cent., 
Lite for Account, —~ April, 64 — 
) t Ceat., Oct, "6S Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Ang. ’72 


’ — Do, Bonds,,6 per Ct., £1000,70 pm 
Uitte Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. % | Ditto, ditto, under £1000,70 pm. 











RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. 


. |Closing Prices, 
TL 





Bristol and Exeter .......ccersecseee pehonesns ooo 
Cc: lea 4 





Glasgow and South-Western ..........0000 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 

Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 .,........ 
Great Northern 

Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western— Original ......... ° 

Do., West Midland—Oxford 








Lancashire and Yorkshire ........... eveceee 
London, Brighton, and South Coast. 
London, Chatham, and Dover. 
London and North-Western 
London and South-Western . 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Metropolit 
Midland 
Do., Birmingham and Derby  ......+000 
North British 
North London 
Do., 1866 
North Staffordshire 
South Devon 
South-Eastern 
Taff Vale 
DO., © scereeeee 


























1v0 























* A receives no dividend until 6 per cont. bas been paid to B, 


Monzy Marker anp City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 

‘The past week, so far from bringing in its train anything in 
the shape of a revival of — confidence, has been marked by 
an increase of the prevailing depression, attributable to the in- 
fluence of a sudden panic which took place in the Paris market 
on Wednesday in consequence of political rumours. Foreign 
securities were, naturally enough, the descriptions most affected 
by this sympathy with the French Bourse. Railway and other 
je hong the former happening to be on the decline at the time, 
were influenced, though in a smaller degree. ‘There has been a 
partial recovery since this fall, but all the markets are still ina 
somewhat sensitive state, which inclines them to sink upon very 
small provocation. 

The amount applicable to investments for the reduction of the 
National Debt in the ensuing quarter is £692,632, or £121,639 
more than was so applied last quarter, and there is no lack of 
money in the hands of the public which might be invested. The 
applications for the usual quarterly accommodation at the Bank 
are very few in number this time. 

Rentes, for the new account, 68f. 40c.; in liquidation 
68f. 52c. 








Tue “ Lumper Room” In THE Soxicirors’ DEPARTMENT 
OF THE ‘TREASURY, WHITEHALL.—It is understood that a 
searching investigation will shortly be made in order to ascertain 
the actual contents of what is called the ‘‘ Lumber room”? in the 
Solicitors’ Department of the Treasury. Besides title-deeds, 
which have been smouldering there for years, a large quantity 
of valuable am oom! found upon persons who have died in the 
streets, or whose bodies have not identified, is also stowed 
away in this “ depository.”” It is proposed that the various 
articles should be advertised, and that then, after a certain time, 
they should be dealt with in the same manner as unclaimed goods 
are now disposed of by the Commissioners of Police—namely, 
z a sale by auction. It is thought that publicity will lead to 
identification in many cases.—Daily News. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
Sept. 25.—By Mr. Bitinear, 

Leasehold, 2 residences, Nos, 20 & 21, Richmond-road, Caledonian-road,, 
Islington, producing £85 perannum ; term, 92 years from 1842, at £16 
per annum—Sold for £950, 

Sept. 26.—By Messrs. Desennam, Tewson, & Farmer, 

Freehold premises, No. 187, Brick-lane, Spitalfields, and 14, Princes- 
street, adjoining, let on lease at £54 per annum—Sold for £1,140, 

Leasehold, 5 houses and premises, Nos. 72, 74, 76,78, and 80, Sydney- 
street, Commercial-road, producing £169 129. per annum; term, 7# 
years from £1824, at £23 per annum—Sold for £960, 

Leasehold, 9 houses, Nos. 33 to 41, Oxford-street, Mile-end, producing 
£229 48, per annum; term, 74 years from 1624,at £30 per annum— 
Sold for £1,410, 

Leasehold improved ground-rents, amounting to £101 0, 6d, per annum, 
secured upon 10 houses in Clarence-gardens, Regent's-park ; term, ob 
years unexpired—So'd for £1,500, 

Freehold resi . with grounds and gardens of about 2 acres, known as 
Soffolk-lodge, Stamford-hill—Sold tor £2,500, 

Sept, 27.—By Messrs, G, Eruzatnaron & Som, 

Freehold and Copyhold estate, comprising White’s and Amblett's farms 

Listed, Sussex, containing about 165 acres—Sold for £5,080, . 
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AT THE GUILDHALL COFFEE HOUSE. 
Sept. 27.—By Mr, MuspE.i. 
Freehold public house, aed as the Coach and Horses, 35, Whitefriars- 
street, Fleet-street—Sold for £1,300. 
Freehold house and shop, No. 126, Holywell-street, Shoreditch, let on 
lease at £65 per annum—Sold for . £1,520. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

FORSYTH On mn 25, at the'Firs, Mortimer, Berks, the wife of W. 
Forsyth, Esq., Q C. *, of a daughter. 

sMITH—On Oct. 1, at No, 30, George-street, Hanover-square, the _ 
of John jam Smith, Esq., Attorney-General of British Guiana, of 
daughte 

WEEKS—On Sept. 30, at 4, Shaftesbury-terrace, Kensington, the wife of 
Thomas Henry Weeks, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

WOODBRIDGE—On Oct. 1, at North-villa, Park-road, Clapham, the 
bg bend Francis Woodbridge, Esq., of Mitre-court-chambers, Temple, 


WYATTOn Sept. 22, at Acton-hill, near Stafford, the wife of Robert 

Wyatt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 

DALY—BEVERLEY—On Sept. 26, at St. oa Church, Lewisham, 
Kent, — Henry Daly, Esq.,M.D., of 101, Queen's-road, Dalston, 
London, to Jeannie, daughter of Richard Beverley, Esq., Assistant- 
Solicitor of H.M.’s ms, 

MARSHALL—HALL—On Sept, 26, at Walton-on-Hill, Surrey, George 
William Marshall, Esq., LL.of., Barrister-at-Law, to Alice Ruth, 
— of the Rev. Ambrose William Hall, sometime rector of Deb- 


m, Essex. 

SHARPE -MARTIN—On Oct. 1, at Christ Church, Marylebo: 
Samuel Bates . Esq., Solicitor, of Market Deepin gr 
shire, to Ellen ,elder daughter of William Mi Martin, Esq., of 
Kilton-house, near Worksop, Notts. 

WRIGHT—OWEN—On Sept. 25, at Claremont Chapel. Pentonville, Cory 
Wright, Esq., of Barnsbury, toMima, daughter of Hugh Owen, Esq., of 
Whiteball, and Richmond-crescent, Barnsbury. 

DEATHS. 

LAUMANN—On Sept. 26, ‘at —* Fulham, Sophia, wife o 
Henry Laumann, Esq., LL. D,, ag 

PITTAR—On Sept. 3, at Agra, Fisdectan, Bawa. Wm. Pittar, Esq., 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law, only son of Arthur Pittar, Esq., of 4, Ken- 
sington-park-gardens, Bayswater, aged 37. 

TRUTER—On Aug. 19, at ‘T'ulbagh, Cape of Good Hope, P. T. Truter, 
Esq., late Civil Commissioner for the district of Worcester, and for 
many years one of the Judges in that colony, aged 92. 


LONDON GAZETTES, 


EBinding-up of Joint Stock Camyantes 
Fripay, Sept. 27, 1867, 
Limirgp In CHANCERY. 
Stawnarrgs oF CornwaLu. 

Clowance Wood Mining Company (Limited).—Petition for winding. 
up, presented Sept 21, directed te be heard before the Vice-Warden, 
at the Coneae Hall, Exeter, on Oct 5, atl. Affidavits intended to 
be used at the hearing, i in opposition to the petition, must be 
filed at the Registrar’s Office, Truro, on or before Oct 2, and notice 
thereof must at the same time be given to the petitioner, his soli- 
citors, or their agents. Matthows & Grectham, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Bolicitors for the petitioner. 


Friendly Societies Dissolbed. 
Fripay, Sept. 27, 1867. 
Draker Bonefit Sick and Death Society, Cambridge-inn, Cambridge- 
st, Plymouth, Devon. Sept 23. 
Blackburn New Commercial Society, Golden Lion-inn, Blackburn, 
Lancaster, Sept 23. 
Lancashire Loyal Independent Order of Odd Fellows, Sun-inn, Smith- 
field, Manch, Sept 25. 





fame Oct, 1, 1867, 
Young Englishman‘ : “peresiemaed Society, George Inn, Tewkesbury, 
Gloucester, Sept 2 
dhe hin under 22 & 23 Wict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 
Faipay, Sept. 27, 1867. 
Bennett, Wm, Leta. Flint, Saddler. Nov 23. Barker & Hig- 


nett, Cheste: 

a hig Jen ‘Tobin, Lpool, Gent, Nov 7, Wilkins, King’s Arms- 

Daniel a Edwd, Parsons Mead-rd, Croydon. Dec?, Drummond & Co, 

ry do! 

Froggatt, John, Sheffield, Silversmith. Oct 98, Taylor, Sheffield, 

ai >t iy od Hart, Durham, Innkeeper. Nov i, Turnbull & Sell, 

Hills, Thos, Soevmentat, Suffolk, Innkeeper. Nov 1, Kitchoners & 
Fenn, Newmarket. 

Lewin, Chas, erosive Portland-pl, Esq. Nov-2. Lewin & Co, 
Southampton-st, Strand, 

Morris, John, Essex-p], Grango-rd, Dalston, Gent, Nov 15. Whit- 
ec & Son, Finsbury: “Bq. 

rest Geo, Cheshunt, Hertford, Nurseryman. Oct 31, Sowell & 

Gresham-house, Old Broad-at, 

Stodart Geo, Russell-eq, ksq. Oct 31. Simpson & Cullingford, 
Gracechurch-st. 

nore David, Bedale, York, Coal Morchant. Nov 1, Calvert, 
vphon » Thos, Gloucester. Nov 12. Lovegrove, Gloucester. 

Vv i John, Bury, Lancaster, Stationer, Nov2. P. & J, Wat- 


Willans, Robt, Hunslet, Leeds, Innkeeper. Deo?, Thackrab, Leeds 





a ree ee Nov 26. Jackaman 
ay Turspay, Oct. 1, 1867, 
Blakston, John, Lee, Kent, Gent, Nov 1. Ditton & Warmington, 
Ironmonger-lane, 


pside. 
—, Chas Wm, Hastings, Sussex, Tailor. Dec 2. Meadows, 


Grinder, Mary Ann, Portsmouth, Widow. Oct 31. Edgcombe & Cole, 


Portaea. 
—- nae Trinity-sq, Tower-hill, Ship Agent. Jan 1. 
ie, Lime-s! 
Harrison, Mary Ann Bridget, Edge-hill, nr Lpool, Widow. Nov 6, 
Morris & Sons, Lpool. 
Holt, Wm Jas, Grantham, Lincoln, Gent. Dec 31. 
Revil!, c= Newark, Nottingham, Smith. Oct 31. Ashley, Newark- 
upon-Trent. 
Schofield. i Baltic Waterford, nr Newchurch, Lancaster. Oct 28. 


Hall, Man 

Schofield, cane, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer. Oct 19. Gainsford 
& Bramley, Sheffield 

Vickerman, John, Bury, Lancaster, Stationer. Nov 2. Watson, Bury, 

Westerdale, John Shaw, See eee Beh Oil Merchant, Dec 1. 
Lee & Thorney, Kingston-upen-H 


Becds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Frimay, Sept. 27, 1867. 


Asst. Reg Se 
Balding, Joseph Danl, 
10. Comp. Reg Sept 2. 
Barker, Chas 


tedbary-r, Westbourne-grove, Grocer. Sept 
 Qusen'etr, Queen’s-rd, Peckham, Draper. 


Asst. Reg Sept 24. 
Bennett, Hy, North Grove ‘West, Ball’s Pond, out of business. Sept 
25. Comp. Reg Sept 27. 
Bidmead, Alfd, Bristol,Grocer. Sept 16. Asst. Reg Sept 27 
Bradshaw, Lawrence, Lpool, Linen Draper, Aug 31. Comp. Reg 
t 25. 
Bridgett, Kennard, Albion Wharf, Rotherhithe, Timber Merchant. 
Sept 9. Comp. Reg Sept 24. 
Brooks, Thos, Manch, Labourer, Aug 31. Comp. Reg out 26. 
Browne, Robt, Basingstoke, Southampton, Schoolmaster. Sept 19. 
Comp. Reg Sept 25. 
— Mary a ae bridge, Derby, Hotel Keeper. 
t4. Comp. Reg 
mf" ee Tertius, Spool, “Oi Refiner. Sept 10. Asst, Reg 
pt 2 
ey John, Mountain Ash, Glamorgan, Grocer. Aug 28. Comp. 
25. 
Cane, Rie wena Wm, Southampton, Music Seller. Sept 4. Comp, Rez 
pt 25 
Chetter, Thos, West Bromwich, Stafford, General Factor. Sept 23. 
Comp. Reg Sept 27. 
big a iy Hy, Banbury, Oxford, Draper. Sept 21. Comp. Reg 
Cox, wm “Edwin, Bristol, Hatter. Sept 18. Asst. hy 
— Robt, Ramsgate, Kent, Bootmaker, Sept’3. Asst, Reg 
pt 
= ba Penzance, Cornwall, Bootmaker. Aug 31. Comp. Reg 
Dave Wn Moody, & Chas en, Watling-st, Lace Warehouseman, 
Sept 4. Asst. Reg Sept 25. 
Davis, Marcus, Strand, Navy Agent. Sept 21. = Reg Sept 26. 
Dowson, Edwd ageeeen, Norwich, Licensed Vi . Sept 7. 
Conv. Reg Sept 
Emanuel, Jacob, *Commercial-at, Spitalfields, Boot Manufacturer. Sept 
25. Comp. Reg Sept 27. 
oy Kory Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Cabinet Maker. Aug29. Asst. 
pt 
Foley, Steph Vincent, Northumberland-st, Strand, Gent. Sept 20, 
Comp. Reg Sept 27, 
geet Thos Wm, Foster-lane, Manufacturer. Sept 2. Asst. Reg 
Graham, Edmd, Middlesbrough, York, Watchmaker, Aug 28. Asst. 
Hache de Jas, Leeds, Grocer. Sept Reg Sept 27, 
ime, ag Church-lane, W baa y Carver. Seps23. Comp. 
eg Sept 27 
es ny Wm, Wedmore, Somerset, Baker. Aug 29, Asst. Reg 
»t 25, 
Pc Wm, Grove-end-rd, St John’s-wood, Vocalist. Sept 18, 
Comp, Reg Sept 25, 
Hagad, John Lewis, & Jas Rens. Gutee, Islington-green, 
Printers. Sept 17. yo nes ht 
Beare, Joseph, Chalk Furm- Ladies" " Outfitter. Sept 31. Comp. 
Reg 
Hobie, Ws, Pannal, York, Station Master. Sept 7. Asst. Reg 
nedten Freak, Brecon, Grocer. Aug 98, Aast. Reg Sept 25. 
Hopley, Robt Geo, Shepperton-green, Carpenter. Sopt?, Comp, Reg 
Pg Edwd, en, Southampton, Pork Butcher. Aug 28. 
Asst. Kog Sept 23. 
Jager, Geo, Lpool, Sugar Refiner. Sept i9, Comp. Reg Sent 27, 
‘pent Thos een, Abordare, Glamorgan, Grocer, Sept 4, 
Reg Sept 2 
Lee, ran Camborne, Cornwall, Boot Maker. Sept 24, Comp, Reg 
Sept 
Lu die. ¥ v~ Gt Grimaby, Lineola, Irenmonger, Sept 25. Comp, 
hog Sept 26. 
_ | Magbege, Chae Wheatley, Leadenhall-st, Gent. Sept 15. Comp, 
p' a7, . 
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eeeeny Ralph Edwd, ee -upon-Tyne, Provision Dealer. Sept | 
1, ee Reg Sept 
liz, & ean’ Masham, rorsoiee ad York, Lodging- 
eune hihepe. Sept 13. Conv. Reg Sept 25 
west it, Chas, Oxford, Plumber. Aug 28 Comp. Reg Sept 25. 
a, Fras, a Commercial-rd East, Boot Maker. Sept 21. 


wacook, Joh Sohn on Clarke, Thos — — ae Lancaster, 


ufacturers. Aug 29. 
Price, ie Lpool, Stonemason. Sone 3s. “Comp. Bi . Sept 27. 
Wakefield, York, 


meee, Eli Barton, Geo Bateson, & Saml Lay 
Bottle Makers. Aug 29. Asst. Reg poy eg} 
neader . Geo, Old Bailey, Coffeehouse Keeper, Sept cP Comp. Reg 
Ricbardeon, Chas | Bishop Auckland, Durham, Draper. Sept 
23. Comp. Reg Sept 2 
a Wm, Kfiderminster, Worcester, Milliner. Sept 5, Asst. 


Rafi, Ried Edwin, Bingley, York, Surgeon. Aug 30, Asst. Reg 
Bhipton, Saml Sowter, Abbots Bromley, Stafford. Sept 4. Comp. 
Brooker, Wan 1 Burbank, Gloucester, Clethier. Sept 11. Comp. Reg 
‘ete Rowland, Hampstead-rd, Cab Proprietor. Sept 24. Comp. 


Tierney, J hn, Lpool Cattle Dealer. Sept 19. Comp. Reg Sept 25. 
Tombs, Marth, Northampton, Corset Maker. Sept 14. Asst. Reg 


Wiltisson, Allin, Leeds, Draper. Sept 17. Conv. ha bo pt 25. 
Wilks, 5 Som Cony. nat taks eee Wells, Artificial Flower Maker. 
9. mp g 
Wright, Thos, » Longton, Seattord, Comm Agent. Sept2. Asst. Reg 
P' 
—s Spencer-st, Clerkenwell, Tailor. Sept 4. Comp. Reg 
pt 26. 


TvEspay, Oct. 1, 1867, 
Andrews, John, Lpool, Brewer. Sept 7. Asst. Reg Sept 30. 
Bailey, Fredk, Lpool, Fishmonger. ae 4. Comp. Reg Sept 28, 
a, Geo, Rotherham, York, Innkeeper. Aug 30. Asst. Reg 
pt 30 
Barton, Thos, Lpool, Brewer. Sept 28. Comp. Reg Oc 
ee — John, London-wall, Comm Agent. Sept 6. Comp. 


Reg Oc 
Bradbary, Wm, Hanley, Stafford, Wholesale Grocer. Sept 2. Asst. 
eg Sep 
Brown, Robt, Heath-lane, Twickenham, Corn Chandler. Sept 21. 
Comp. Reg Sept 28. 
Cospenies, Wm, High-st, Shadwell, Grocer. Sept 17. Comp. Reg 
P' 
Osea Wm, Whittingham, Lancaster, Farmer, Sept 4. Asst. Reg 


cousins, a aan, Leeds, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. Sept 4. Asst, Reg 
Sept 18. Inspectorship. Reg 
Fletcher, Hy Jas, Bedford, Coal Merchant. Sept 29. Asst. Reg 
Folland, John, Birm, Fishmonger. Ang 3l. Comp. Reg Sept 28. 
Gamgee, John, Queen’s- rd, Bayswater, Veterinary Surgeon. July 8, 
ig oe Reg Sept 30. 
Coe. or Maddison, Lpool, Merchant’s Clerk. Sept 27. Comp. 
Hardog, Win, Haddington-ter, Greenwich, Clerk. Sept 27. Comp. 
Hewtins, Wm, Sundridze, Kent, Farmer. Sept 12. Comp. Reg 
—. Walsall, Stafford, Rope Maker, Sept 13. Comp. Reg 
ee Bury, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Dealer. Sept 18. Asst. 
= = Abermorddu, Flint, Wheelwright. Sept 9. Asst. Reg 
onl Wm, High-st, Poplar, Shipwright. Sept 28. Comp. 
Hennessey, Thos, Leeds, York, Grocer, Sept 4. Asst. Reg Sept 30. 
ene ae ao Mavow, 'Philpot- lane, Seed Merchant, July 4. Asst. 
et John roy i West Derby, Lancaster, Book-keeper. Sept 19. 
momen ‘Roger, ry ty Horner, Lime-st, Merchants, Sept 12, Inspec- 
torship. Reg Oct 1. 
te P john, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Tailor. Sept5. Comp. Reg 
Juma, Thos Lloyd, Ipswich, Suffolk, Grocer. Sept 23. Asst. Reg 
Jones, Wm, meee Bayswater, out of business, Aug 30. 
—_ — 2 CSociowepen- etiam, Lancaster, Brewer. Sept 26. 
a ayne, Twickenham, Middlesex, Gent. Sept 20. Inspec- 
Lamb, mab, Chas 5 Beamstord, Lincoln, Draper. Aug 80, Asst. Reg 
Lostless, Coimp. hag Oct Albany-rd, Camberwell, Newsagent. Sept 
mason, — pot-st, Commercial-rd East, Clerk. Sept 25. Comp. 
ws John, Blackburn, Lancaster, Joiner, Aug 81. Conv. Reg 
MeDermott, Thee, , Leytonstone, Essex, Shoemaker. Sept 14. Comp. 
*— peniecanadinag Tailor. Sept 14. Asst, Reg 
P, Béod, jam, Toriano-avenue, Camden-rd, Clerk. Sept 26. Asst. 


“7 
onset, Peer Giendenning, Bath, Draper. Sept 2, Asst. Reg 


Sept 
Fagg. as Gravesend, Kent, Butcher. 





Sept 26. Asst, 

Sept 6. Asst. Reg 

Riobatts, ‘Chas, Newbridge, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Sept 5. Comp, 
Reg Sept 27. 

Schoon, Need Beeston, Leeds, Corn Miller, Sept 17. Asst, 

pt 30. 

Scott, —" Broad-st, Ratctiffe, Ironmonger. Sept 30. Comp, 
Reg Sept 30. 

ar by » Cutforth, West Bergholt, Essex, Farmer. Sept 2. Asst, 

ig Sep’ 

er oo Wn, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Sept 23. Comp, 

wee, wan ‘Sama, Southsea, Southampton, Baker. Sept 4. - Cony. 
Re 

Wilescke. Sal Saml Hull, Blackman st, Southwark, Music Seller, Sept 
14. Comp. Sept 


30. 
Wright, Joshua, heltenham, Gloucester, Fly Proprietor. Sept 2, 
Comp. Reg Sept 30, 


Bamsbottom, Geo, Rochdale, 
Reg Sept 28, 


yg YY Clara, Birm, Licensed Victualler. 


Lancaster, Clogger. 


Sankrupts. 
Frrpay, Sept. 27, 1867, 
To Surrender in London. 
Abbott, John, Old Kent-rd, Fruiterer.. Pet Sept 24. Oct 17 at 19, 
Durant, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 
Austin, Danl Edwin, Cranbourn-st, Leicester-sq, Solicitor. Pet Sept 
24. Roche. Oct I16at 11. Chidley, Old Jewry 
Barlow, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. we Sept 19. Oct 16 
Adj Sept 19. Oct 


‘epee, "aoe Prisoner for Debt, London. 
16 atl 

Chaplin, *Richd Thos, Duke-st, Westminster, Wine Merchant. Pet 
Sept 25. Oct l5atll. Morris & Co, Moorgate-st-chambers. 

Cogswell, Edmund, Coleman-st, Auctioneer. Pet Sept2l. Oct 10 at 
12, Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Cooper, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 19. Oct 16 
at 12, 

Durrant, Zachariah, Canning-town, Plaistow Marsh, Lodging-house 
Keeper. Pet Sept 24. Oct l7at1. Hicks, Baginghall-st. 

Etheridge, Fredk Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 19. Oct 


16 at 12. 

Gent, Hy, Cherry Orchard-rd, East Croydon, oe i Pet Sept 23. 
Oct 17 atll. Ricketts, Frederick-st, Gray’s-inn-rd 

be nyt _— Robert, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj | Sept 19. Roche. 
Oct 16 at} 

Siceteme fas Beet, High-st, Clapham, Tailor. Pet Sept 20. Oct 
10 at 11. Simpson, Wellington-st, Southwark. 

Hicks, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 19. Oct 16 at 12. 


_— Wm Alex, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 19. Oct 16 
t 12, 
James, Morris, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Sept 19. Oct 16 


Janets, Richd, East Greenwich, Baker. Pet Sept 23. Pepys. Oct 9 
at 12. George, Fenchurch-st, 
= - Williams, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 19. Oct 16 


walla, Hy Alfd, Prisoner for Debt, London. AdjSept 19. Oct 16 
atl 


Marr, Peter, Princes-sq, St George’s-in-East, Boading House-keeper. 
Pet 4g 19. Oct9 at 1. Greaves, Eldon-chambers, Devereux-ct, 
Temple, 

Marks, Barnard, Devonshire-rd, Forest-hi!l, Merchant. Pet Sept 19. 
Pepys. Oct9 at 12. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook, 

Morris, Stephen, Portavilla-cottages, Arthur-st, Old Kent-rd, Carman. 
Pet Sept 25. Octi5atll. Mont, Gt James-st, Bedtord-row. 

—_ vr agg Prisoner for Debt, London. AdjSept 19, Roche. 
Oct 1 

viein =. ‘Brighton, Sussex, Riding Master. Pet Sept 24. Oct 
17 atll. Waterman, Chancery-lane. 

Peek, Jas, Park-cottages, Isleworth, Dealerin Hams. Pet Sept 23. 
Oct 10 at 1. Hope, Ely-pl. 

Rickaby, Wm Henderson, Harrison-st, Gray’s-inn-rd, out of business, 
Pet Sept 24. Oct 17 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st, 

Rowe, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 17. Oct 16 at 12. 

Selby, _— Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept.19. Roche. Oct 
16 at ll 

Simpson, Edwd, Cheapside, Silk Mecthant, Pet Sept 24. Oct 10 atl. 
Podmore, Union-ct, Old Broad-s' 

— Chas Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Sept 19, Oct 16 


Sect, John, Freshwater, Isle of Wight, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 
Oct 17 at 12, Poole, Bartholomew-close. 
Stren, Thos Baird, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 19. Oct 16 


strong, Jo John, Prisoner for Debt, London, Adj Sept 19, Roche, Oct 
+ | suridge, ‘Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 19. Pepys. Oct 
at il, 
Thornton, Edwd, rw ee Plumber. Pet Sept 24. Oct 17 at 
12. Hancock & Co, Ca 


— vy Mayfield, é Busser, Saddler, Pet Sept 26. Oct 15 at 
11. Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Vanner, John Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London. a Sept 23 (for pau). 
Brougham. Oct 17 at ll, Hicks, Basinghall-s 

ie Bye Andrew, Prisoner for Debt, London, "ha Sept 19. Pepys. 

at 

a Perey Douglas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Sept 18. 

Wills, Geo, Parkfleld-st, Islington, Baker. Pet Sept 24, Oct 10 at 1. 
King, Birchin-lane. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Backhouse, Margaret, Wells, Somerset, ~ a eal Pet Sept 25. 
Wilde, Bristol, Oot 9 at ll, Sheppard, We 

Booty, Geo Hy, Waterloo, Lancaster, Corn _ Pet Sept 21, 

Lpool, Oct 9 at 3. Bretherton, Lpool. 
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Geo, Bishopston, Gloucester, Beer Retailer. Pet Sept 20, 

Harley. Bristol, Oct 18 at 12. Tucker 

Bond, John, Fleetwood, Lancaster, Attorney. Pet Sept 24. Lpool, 
Oct 15 at 12. Forshaw, Preston, 

Brandon, Chas, Prisoner for Rao Bedford. Adj Sept 13 (for pau). 
Austin, Luton, Oct 8 at 1 

Brown, Wm, Maryport, acberand, Joiner. Pet Sept 21. Waugh, 
Cockermouth, Oct 7 at 3. ag 

Bull, Jone, | Prisoner for Debt, Hentnaien. 2 j Sept 20. Margetts. 
Huntingdon, Oct9at1ll. Vaughan, Huntingdon. 

Deval, 6 » Chipping Norton, Oxford, Mechanic. Pet Sept 14. 

Chipping Norton, Oct 9at ll. Kilby, Banbury. 
cameron, coe, Was gilvie, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster, Adj Aug 14. 
Macrae. pee Oct 8 at il. 

Cooper, Edwd Hy, Birm, Ale Merchant. Pet Sept 18. Tudor. Birm, 
Oct ait at 12. Walter, Birm. 

Cox, Geo, & John Cox, Bideford, Devon, Shipbuilders. Pet Sept 24, 
Exeter, Oct 10 at 12. Flond, Exeter. 

0 Solomon, Smethwick, Stafford, “Iron Safe a agg Pet 
Sept 23. Tudor. Birm, Oct 11 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Dobson, Wm, Bolton, Lancaster, Picture Frame pat Pet Sept 25. 
Holden. Bolton, Oct 16 at 11. Ramwell, Bolto 

Dormand, John, Skelton-in-Cleveland, York, Tailor. Pet Sept 25. Per- 
kins, Stokesley, Oct 10 at 11. Palmer, Stokesley. 

Ellwood, Hy, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Painter. Pet Sept 25. Were. 





berm Oct 9 at 12. Webster, Whitehaven. 
Eltringham, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Durham. Adj Sept 18. Wawn. 
South Shields, oct 7at 12. Maxwell & Moore, South Shields. 
neale, Jabez H Mi eg Ee Lancaster, Joiner. Pet Sept 
Macrae ch, Oct 10 at 12, Turner & Son, Preston. 
Gil” Jas, Middlesbrou, h, York, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Sept 25, 
Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, Oct 9at11. Dobson, Middlesbrough. 
Glanvill, John, Exeter, Ls Maker. Pet Sept 26. Daw. Exeter. 
Oct 10at11, Floud, 

Gray, Geo, jun, Bridlington Qi Quay, York, Miller. Pet Sept 25. Leeds, 
Oct 9at12. Summers, Hu 

Greenfield, John, South Stockton, York, Brick Manufacturer. Pet Sept 
24. _ Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, Oct 9at li. Clemmet, jun, Stock- 
cong ae Bristol, Grocer. Pet Sept 23. Harley. Bristol, 

t 18 at,12 

Griffiths, Geo, Newport, Monmouth, Grocer. Pet Sept 24. Roberts. 
Newport, Oct 8atll. Roberts, Newport, . 

Groves, Barnaby, Bewdley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 
23. Tudor. Birm. Oct il at 12. Saunders, jun, Kidderminster. 

Groves, Richd, Worcester, Butcher. Pet Sept 21. Crisp. Worcester, 
Oct 10 at IL. Tree, Worcester. 

Hedley, Robt Janion, Runcorn, Chester, School Slate Manufacturer. 
PetSept24. Lpool, Oct 10 at 11. Best, Lpool. 

Horne, Thos, Towlaw, Durham, Merchant Tailor. Pet Sept 23. Bates. 
Wolsingham, Oct 12 at 10. Dolphin, Wolsingham. 

Howe, Geo, a Wearmouth, Durham, Master Mariner, Pet Sept 
17, Sunderland, Oct 22 at 3, Bell, Sunderland. 

Hughes, Patrick, Lpool, Whol esale Butcher, Pet Sept 26, Lpool, 
Oct7at 11. Yates & Co, Lpool. 

Ireland, Wm Edwin, Exeter, 0 feed -_ business. Pet Sept 25, Daw. Exe- 
ter, Oct 10 at ll, Fryer, Ex 

Jones, John Saml, W: Desbury,| Stafford, Draper. Pet Sept 25. Tudor. 
Birm, Oct ll at 12. Parry, Bir! 

Knecht, Chas Fredk ‘Adolph, Senhonsne, Sussex, Photographic Artist. 
Pet Sept 23. Evershed. Brighton, Oct 12at11, Mills, Brighton. 
Knott, Thos, Salford, File Grinder. Pet _~ 4 Worthington. Ash- 

ton-under-Lyne, Oct Oat . Mann, M 
Lewis, Morris, Festiniog, Merioneth, Licensed "Hawker. Pet Sept 24. 
Jones. Portmadoc, Oct il at 12. Breese, Portmadoc. 
Lowe, John, jun, Kidsgrove, Stafford, Stoker. PetSept 23. Challinor. 
Hanley, Oct 12 at 11. Tomkinson, Burslem. 
Mallett, Geo, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Cordwainer, Pet Sept 20. Chater. 
Lowestoft, Oct 7 at 12, Cory, Yarmouth. 
Mantle, John, Lpool, Master Mariner. Pet Sept 26. Lpool, Oct 7 at 
12. Copeman, Lpool. 
ago Mary Ann, Workington, Cumberland, Grocer. Pet Sept 21. 
augh. Cockermouth, Oct 7 at 3. Moordaff, Cockermou' 
Noakes Hot t, Prisoner for Debt, Lewes. Adj Sept 20. poe Lewes 
a 
a Sem}, B Bristol, Baker. Pet Sept 21. Harley. Bristol, Oct 18 
a4, Seen Cwm Ynysgau, nr Fontypool, Monmouth, Stoker. 
tra are 24. Russell. Merthyr Tydfil, Oct 7 at 11, Williams, Merthyr 
Rose, Toe, P Prisoner for Debt, Chester. Adj Sept 16, Macrae. Manch, 
a 
Simms, Wm ‘Albert, Chipping Norton, Oxford, Baker. Pet Sept 14. 
Wilkins. Chipping Norton, Oct 9 at 11. Kilby, Banbury. 
Simon, Wm, Lowestoit, Cumberland, Shepherd, PetSept2l, Waugh. 
Cockermouth, Oct 7 at 3. Hayton, Cockermouth. 
Sloman, Geo, Taws' Devon, a h., Ns 23. Bencraft. Barn- 
6taple, Oct 12 at 12, Bromaam, B: “7 
Stevens, Hy, Eastbourne, 8 Sussex, Builder. ‘et Sept 23. Blaker. Lewes, 
Oct 9atii. Hillman, Lewes. 
Stewart, Robt, Gt Malvern, Worcester, out of business. Pet Sept 25, 
Tudor, Birm, Oct 11 at 12, James & Griffin, Birm. 
Stoney, rues, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manch, Egg Merchant. Pet 
al * Macrae. Manch, Oct ll at 11. Cobbett & Wheeler, 
Taylor, Austin Brown, Manch, Licensed Viotuallee. Pet Sept 14, 
Macrae, Manch, Oct 9 at 12. Sale & Co, 
Taylor, Frederic Geo, Prisoner for Debt, ‘ion yet Sept !7. Macrae, 
Manch, Oct 8 at ad 
Thomas, ‘Chas, Sw lamorgan, © cial Traveller, Pet 
Sept,l4, Bey nag” — > Oct9at2. Lewis, ern 
While, Chas, jun, Newport, Monmouth, Fitter. Pet Septz5. Roberts, 
athe tet 8atll. Goodere, New; 


White, Edwin Jacob, Bristol, satiatees to, a Furniture Broker. Pet 
won water. Beis Oct 18 at 12. Benson, suet 
Oot 10.06 11, Abbot, Prestom nT et Pee PRBS 2% Epeol 











Tvespay, Oct. 1, 1867. 
To Surrender in London. 

Allen, Joseph, Castle-st, Falcon-sq, Silk and Cotton Warehouseman. 
Pet Sept 27. Oct 17 at 1. Philby, Fenchurch-bidgs, 

es Peer Jacob, » Gt Paxton, Huntingdon, Engineer. Pet Sept 24. 

at 

— Wee Bale, East Woodhay, Hants, Cattle Dealer. Adj Sept 20. 

6 at 

Carter, youn Thos, Fulham-rd, West Brompton, Fruiterer. Pet Sept 
25. Oct 15 at 12. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Collins, Wm, Oxford, Furniture Dealer. Pet Sept ‘27. Oct 22at He 
Poole, Bartholomew- close. 

Cooper, Thos, Townshend-ter, Richmond, Ironmonger’s Traveller, 
Pet Sept 26. Oct 15at1. Marshall, Lincoln’ '8-inn-fields. 

Dumayne, John, Park-rd, Chelsea, Comm Agent, Pet Sept 26. Oct 
15 at 12, Haynes, Serle-st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Gray, ——- Marylebone-rd, out of business. Pet Sept 26. Oct li at 
1. Heathfield, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Green, Jas, Seymour-yd, Marylebone, Cah esa Pet Sept 27. 
Oct i7at 1. Ablett, Cambridge-ter, Hyde-p 

Griffiths, John, Hill-st, Peckham, Grocer. Pet Sept 25. Oct 15 at 11. 
Drew & Co, Fore-st. 

Holliday, Wm, Roman-rd, Old Ford, Greengrocer. Pet Sept 27. Oct 
17atl. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Hopping, Joseph, Barnes, Surrey, Gas Fitter. Pet Sept 27. Oct 22 at 

2. Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Hultson, Thos Valentine, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Sept 21. 

Lovett, tenes, Chorley-wood, Herte, Farmer. Pet Sept 27. Oct 22 at 
11, Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Miles, Thos Wm Shore, Toronto, Canada, Officer in H. M’s 13th 
Regiment of Hussars. Adj March 2, Pepys. Oct 16 at 11. Lomax, 
Old Bond-st, 

Morgan, Morgan Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 23 (for 
pau). Brougham, oct 17 atl. George, Fenchurch-st. 

Orr, Wm, Castle-st, Oxford-st, Draper. Pet Sept 24, “oct 17 at 12, 
Pullen, Cloisters, Temple. 

Palachy, Moses, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Sept 27 (for pau). 
Oct 22 at 11. Spencer, Coleman-st. 

Penfold, Saml, Gt Dover-st, Borough, Builder. Pet Sept 25. Oct 15 
at li. Halse & ~s Cheapside. 

Shade, Geo Fredk, St James’s-rd, Bermondsey, Leather Dresser. Pet 
Sept 26. Oct 15at12. Chipperfield, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Sheahan, Jas Joseph, Vittoria-st, Islington, Beer Retailer. Pet Sept 27. 
Oct 17'at 1. ets, Fenchurch- 4 

Spindler, Geo, i Bedford-sq, Pianoforte 
ard Pet ‘tes 24. Oct oT ab i. Ablett, Cambridge-ter, 

Taster, Ei Eliz, er gts Essex, Widow. Pet Sept 26. Oct 15 at!. 
Wood, Basinghall-s 

Williams, Chas} Phillips, East Greenwich. Pet Sept 27. Oct 22at 11. 
Lomax, Old Bond-st. 

Young, Wm Ogston, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Sept 25. Oct 15 
at 12. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers, 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Allen, Robt Lead, Derby,out of business. Pet Sept 19. Weller. 

i Derby, Oct 17 at 12. Briggs, Derby. 

—s Ellen, Preston, Lancaster, Domestic Servant, Adj Sept 18. 

Myres. Preston, Oct 15 at 10. 
ee w, Geo, Birm, out ofbusiness. Adj Sept 21. Guest. Birm, 
t 11 at 10. : 

Beare, Robt, Andover, Hants, eter Shoe Maker. Adj Sept 20. 
Footner, Andover. Oct 19 at 

Beddoe, John, Meg ay em Safford, oe Pet Sept 27. Tador. 
Birm, Oct 1l at 12. Bayley, Westbromwi 

Bennett, Wim, Leeds, York, Beerseller. Pet Sept 26. Marshall. 
Leeds, Oct 12 at 1 ‘erns, = 

Bower, Joseph Hy, Birm, Retail pooner. Pet Sept 20. Tudor. Birm, 
Oct 18 at 12, Ludlow & Needham, Birm. 

Brooks, — —_— er ee —— Pet Sept 26, 
Stoke-upon-Trent, Oct 12 at Li erley, Long 

Brownridge, Robt, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Travelling Draper, Pet 
Sept 27. Tador. Birm, Oct 18 at 12. Stokes, Dudley. 

One’, * aaneme Prisoner for Debt, York. Adj Sept 14. Leeds, Oct 

Davies, Thos, Birm, Carpenter. Pet Sept 26. Guest. Birm, Oct 11 
at 10. Sargent, Birm 

Dixon, — Lpool Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 28. Lpool, Oot 14 

vans & 
Bradford, York, pnahane Woe Comb Maker. Pet Sept 
7, Oct 4 at “ an bres 

Hammonds, Jas, Coed M! Dee rekhe Pet Sept 23. Davies. 
Crickhowell, Oct 10 at a Davi rickhowell. 

Hayward, John, Wolverhampton, otStafford , Butcher. Pet Sept 27. 
Brown. Wolverhampton, Oct li at 12. ‘Barrow, Wolverhampton, 

Hays, lord, Oot 18 ati P*Gee, Chaar Pet Sept 26. ake. 

hesterfie tid at “ 

Henson, Geo, Du asex. Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 27. 
Dennett. Worthing, ob Tat Ht, Mills, Brighton, csothes. 

Holt, Albert, Rochda’ ter, a 
Pet Sept 37. Jackson, Rochdale, Oct 15 at ll, Standring, Roch- 

al 

Jordan, John Thos, Gray, Teme — ) Pet Sept 25. Ingram. 
Leicester, Oct 19 at 10. oe uneaton 

Kirby, Wm, Northampton, Currier. Pet Sept 23 Dennis. Northamp- 
ton, Oot {2 at 10, Shit, Northampto 


Nugent, John Barnes, — Cart Owner. Pet Sept 25, Hime. Lpool, 
ora, Jou ‘eal, ovina Dealer. Pet Sopt 27. Himo, Lpool, 
Pawley, Richd, St Mary Churoh, Devon, Mason. Pet Sept 24, Pids- 
Possil, aired, «eran, hatin Pet Sept 14, Guest, 


Birm, Oct 11 at 10, Pa 
Prust, Richd, own De David Johns, Cardiff, 


Glamorgan, 
Chemists Perse Sept 20 Wilde, Bristol, Oot ll at Ul. Trenerry, 
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Rimington, Wm, New Leeds, Bradford, York, Shopkeeper. Pet Sept 
27. Bradford, Oct 15 at 9.45. Hill, Bradford. 

Ripley, John, Hunslet, York, Bonkkeeper. Pet Sopt 26. Marshall. 
Leeds, Oct 12 at 12. Stewart, Wakefield. 

Sanders, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Manch. Adj Sept 17. Macrae. 
Manch, Oct 14 at tl. 

Schulke, Carl, Cardiff, Glamorgan, out of business. Pet Sept 27, 
Langley. Cardiff, Oct li at il. Raby, Cardiff. 

Ward, Nicholas, Walgrave. Northampton, Beerseller. Pet Sept 26. 
Dennis. Northampton, Oct 12 at 10. White, Northampton. 

Watson, Thos, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, out of business, Adj Aug 16, 
Clayton. Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Oct 12 at 10. Joel, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. 

Whitaker, Jas, Halifax, York, Tobacconist. Pet Sept 20. Leeds, Oct 
M4atll. Bond & Barwick, Leeds, 

Williams, Llewellyn, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. 
cos Sant 26. Wilde. bristol, Oct 11 at ll. Smith & Lewis, 
Me r. 

Wordawerth, Edwd Eggleston, Kingston-upon-Hull, Painter. Pet 
oe 26, Phillips. Kingston-upon-Hull, Oct 14at1ll. Summers, 


Wright, John, Pocklington, York, Draper. Pet Sept 23. Leeds, Oct 
91 at ll. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Fruinay, Sept. 27, 1867, 
Tierney, John, Lpool, Cattle Dealer. Sept 18. 








( LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
— for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
nterests, or other adequate securities. 
. Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
orm :— 


Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term cerwatn, or by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land vr build- 
ngs, stale the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effocted with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


Prurosat ror Loan ow Montaaces, 


; Até d 


pss AGRA BANK (LIMITED), 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000, 


HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDOY, 
: BANKERS, 
Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND, 


Barancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. Agr, 


Conpent Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus. 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 


Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:~ 
At 5 per — — oe to y months’ notice of withdrawal, 
tto tto 


ditto ditto, 
At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto, 


Excertionat Rates for longer periods than twelve months ticulars 
of which may be obtained on application. ae 


Bitts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
$ pe dhes oe free of extra charge; and approved bills purchased or sent 
or CO! 10n, 


Sates anp PorcaasEs effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 


Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realised, 
Every other description of banking business and money agency, 


British and Indian, transacted, 
M. BALFOUR, Manager, 


-Bp Royal Command. 
METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 


JOSEPH GILLOTT, 
Respectfully directs the attention vd the Commercial Pyblic, and of 2.4 
who use 


STEEL PENS, 


to the incomparable excellence of his productions, which for Quatr 
of MaTeRtat, Easy Action, and —- DoraBitiry, will ensure upiv 
preference. 


THEY CAN BE OBTAINED, RETAIL, OF EVERY DEALER IN 
THE WORLD. 





Wholesale at the Works, Graham-street, Birmingham ; and at the Branch 





AW.—Wanted, in a Solicitors’ Office in the City, 
an experienced Conveyancing Clerk.—Appiy by letter addressed 
to X, X., No. 8, East India-avenue, E.C, 





Just published, price 103, 6d. 


SUCCINCT TREATISE ON THE COPYHOLD 
ACTS. The practical working and effect thereof, and the mode 
of procedure under the same for effecting enfranchisement. By JAMES 
CUDDON, of the Middie Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: Stevens & Sons, Bell-yard, 


LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setof six. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
1s, 6d. setof three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. she set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s.6d.; Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Siack’s Cutlery has been cclevrated for 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, 14s., I6s., and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks,8s. 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and (0s. All war- 





ranted, 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmorn- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has beev 
a for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset Housa. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 

ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 

sessing such valuabie properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 

to Sterling Silver. ‘ — Pattern. Thread, King’s. 
8. 


£4.4. £4. 

Table Forks, perdoz..cess 1 1 280 
per OD cecvces i] : 115 0 

Spoons i] 280 
Dessert ditto .ccsccccsess | 1 115 0 
Tea SPOONS seccsepseceess O12 ie 0 136 

Ez Articiefor the Table asin Silver, A Sample Tea Spoon for 

v on receipt of 20 stamps. 


RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LUNDON, 


ASTRAL TEETH.—G. H. Jones, Working 
Dentist, begs to call attention to his self-adhesive Incorrodibie 
Mineral Teeth, werranted in every respect; sets from £5.—~56, Great 
Lussell-street (opposite the British Museum Entrance), 





£5. a. 
1 


0 8 0 
9 00 
0 8 0 
0 00 


Oand | 
Oand! 
Oand1 
0 and | 
Oand 0 








» 1, John-street, New Y ork ; and 37, Gracechurch-street, 
London, 


pA etsounes COLLEGE— 
Presiperr. 

His Grace the DUKE OF DEVONSHIRE, K.G., Chancellor of the 
University of Cambridge. 

Heap Mastee.—The Rev. J, R, Wood, M.A, Trin, Coll,, Cambridge. 
AssistantT-Masters.—The Rev. F. W. Burbidge, M.A., late Fellow of 
Christ's College, Cambridge; the Rev. A. K. Cherrill, M.A. 

St. John’s College, Cambridge, 

Mons, Justin Auguste Lambert, Modern Languages. 

Mr, W. Clifton, Drawing, &c. 
This College was opened on the 20th August, 1867. Prospectuses 
may be obtained from the Secretary, J. HM. CAMPION COLES, Esq, 


Eastbourne, Sussex, 
y 4tes AND ALEXANDER 
PRINTERS, 


7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, £.C., 
Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c, 
Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Ourtificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 
Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. 











ILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
for casu, 4s. 6d, PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 
Paice ww put To Account, 
10 Coples. 20 Copies. 30 Coptos, 
8 PAZCS..0..+..£2 26, Os, £2 38. 6d, £2 4s, Gd, 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL Printers, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 


B. J. MAYER, 
MAYENCE-ON-THE-RHINE. 
PURVEYOR OF WINES TO HEIt MAJESTY. 
TILL & SPARKLING HOCKS & MOSELLES, 


of the very finest qualities, supplied, daty frve and carrisge puld 
tu all parts of the United Kingdom, at moderate charges, Prive Lists 
presented on application. 
All communications te be addressed either direct to B. J, MAYER, 
Havgnee.co- Rhine to Messrs, PICKFORD & Co., E.C.; or 
LEAN & WOOLLEY, 63, Lower Thamvs-atrect, EU, 


50 Copies. 
£2 Gs. 64, 








